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NOMINATION OF HON. CHARLES T. HAGEL TO
BE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

THURSDAY, JANUARY 31, 2013

U.S. SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, DC.

The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 9:32 a.m. in room SD-—
G50, Dirksen Senate Office Building, Senator Carl Levin (chair-
man) presiding.

Committee members present: Senators Levin, Reed, Nelson,
McCaskill, Udall, Hagan, Manchin, Shaheen, Gillibrand,
Blumenthal, Donnelly, Hirono, Kaine, King, Inhofe, McCain, Ses-
sions, Chambliss, Wicker, Ayotte, Fischer, Graham, Vitter, Blunt,
Lee, and Cruz.

Committee staff members present: Richard D. DeBobes, staff di-
rector; Travis E. Smith, chief clerk; Leah C. Brewer, nominations
and hearings clerk; and Mary J. Kyle, legislative clerk.

Majority staff members present: Jonathan D. Clark, counsel; Jon-
athan S. Epstein, counsel; Gabriella E. Fahrer, counsel; Richard W.
Fieldhouse, professional staff member; Creighton Greene, profes-
sional staff member; Michael J. Kuiken, professional staff member;
Gerald J. Leeling, counsel; Peter K. Levine, general counsel; Jason
W. Maroney, counsel; Thomas K. McConnell, professional staff
member; William G.P. Monahan, counsel; Michael J. Noblet, profes-
sional staff member; Roy F. Phillips, professional staff member;
John H. Quirk V, professional staff member; Robie I. Samanta Roy,
professional staff member; Russell L. Shaffer, counsel; and William
K. Sutey, professional staff member.

Minority staff members present: John A. Bonsell, minority staff
director; Adam J. Barker, professional staff member; Steven M.
Barney, minority counsel; Thomas W. Goffus, professional staff
member; Ambrose R. Hock, professional staff member; Anthony J.
Lazarski, professional staff member; Daniel A. Lerner, professional
staff member; Lucian L. Niemeyer, professional staff member; and
Robert M. Soofer, professional staff member.

Staff assistants present: Jennifer R. Knowles, Mariah K. McNa-
mara, and Brian F. Sebold.

Committee members’ assistants present: Carolyn Chuhta, assist-
ant to Senator Reed; Jeff Fatora, assistant to Senator Nelson;
Jason Rauch, assistant to Senator McCaskill; Casey Howard, as-
sistant to Senator Udall; Brian Nagle, assistant to Senator Hagan;
Patrick Hayes, assistant to Senator Manchin; Chad Kreikemeier,
assistant to Senator Shaheen; Elana Broitman, assistant to Sen-
ator Gillilbrand; Ethan Saxon, assistant to Senator Blumenthal,;
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Marta McLellan Ross, assistant to Senator Donnelly; Nick Ikeda,
assistant to Senator Hirono; Jim Catella, assistant to Senator
King; Paul C. Hutton IV, assistant to Senator McCain; T. Finch
Fulton and Lenwood Landrum, assistants to Senator Sessions; Jo-
seph Lai, assistant to Senator Wicker; Brad Bowman, assistant to
Senator Ayotte; Craig Abele, assistant to Senator Graham; Charles
Prosch, assistant to Senator Blunt; Peter Blair, assistant to Sen-
ator Lee; and Brooke Bacak, assistant to Senator Cruz.

OPENING STATEMENT OF SENATOR CARL LEVIN, CHAIRMAN

Chairman LEVIN. Good morning. The committee meets today to
consider the nomination of former Senator Chuck Hagel to be Sec-
retary of Defense.

Before we begin, I want to first welcome Senator Inhofe as the
new ranking Republican on our committee, succeeding Senator
McCain. Senator McCain has been a great partner over the last 6
years, and I thank him for all that he has done to get our bills en-
acted, for all of his leadership on a host of issues, for his support
?f tllle work of this committee, and for always keeping our hearings
ively.

Senator Inhofe has shown his strong commitment to the national
defense over his 20 years on this committee, and I know that we
are going to work well together to continue the bipartisan tradition
of the committee.

We're also pleased to welcome the eight Senators who are joining
the committee this year, both those who are new to the Senate and
those who are new to our committee—Senators Donnelly, Hirono,
Kaine, and King on the Democratic side, and Senators Blunt, Cruz,
Fischer, and Lee on the Republican side. You will all find that this
is a wonderful committee where we work across party lines to sup-
port our troops and their families and their national defense mis-
sion.

I would also like to pause for a moment to offer my thanks and
the thanks of our committee to Secretary Leon Panetta, who de-
layed his retirement and his return to California to serve our coun-
try first as Director of Central Intelligence and then as Secretary
of Defense. Secretary Panetta has provided a steady hand at the
Department of Defense (DOD) through 2 very difficult years, and
has earned our great respect and our appreciation.

Finally before we get started, I would like to announce that the
committee will be holding hearings next week on Benghazi and the
week thereafter on the impact of the sequester on DOD.

Senator Hagel, we welcome you to the Senate Armed Services
Committee and as an old friend of those of us with whom you
served during your years in the Senate. There are few jobs that are
more demanding than the position to which you have been nomi-
nated. The hours are long and extremely challenging, and require
sacrifices from both the Secretary and his family.

We traditionally give our nominees an opportunity to introduce
their families at these hearings, and we would welcome your doing
so during your opening statement.

If confirmed, Senator Hagel would be the first former enlisted
man and the first veteran of the Vietnam war to serve as Secretary
of Defense. You cannot read Senator Hagel’s account of his military
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service and not be impressed by it. As Senator Hagel explained a
few years ago, “Probably most fundamental for me when we talk
of going to war, we need to think it through carefully, not just for
the political, and the geopolitical, and the diplomatic, and the eco-
nomic consequences, and those are important. But at least for me,”
he said, “this old infantry sergeant thinks about when I was in
Vietnam in 1968, someone needs to represent that perspective in
our Government as well. The people in Washington make the pol-
icy, but it’s the little guys who come back in the body bags.”

Senator Hagel’s background provides an invaluable perspective,
not only with respect to the difficult decisions and recommenda-
tions that a Secretary of Defense must make regarding the use of
force and the commitment of U.S. troops overseas, but also with re-
spect to the day-to-day decisions that a secretary must make to en-
sure that our men and women in uniform and their families receive
the support and assistance that they need and deserve.

It would be a positive message for our soldiers, sailors, airmen,
and marines in harm’s way around the world to know that one of
{:)heilir own holds the highest office in DOD, and that he has their

acks.

Senator Hagel, you would be in a position to make key rec-
ommendations regarding Afghanistan, where we are down to the
pre-surge level of troops with 66,000 military personnel in the
country. The Secretary of Defense is called upon to advise the
President on the size and mission of a post-2014 residual force, and
the pace of the drawdown between now and the end of 2014. The
key to this transition is ensuring the readiness and ability of Af-
ghanistan security forces to take over the defense of their own
country. I have always believed that should be our main mission
and its key to success.

During my trip to Afghanistan with Senator Jack Reed last
month, we heard from U.S. commanders on the ground that Af-
ghanistan security forces are operating on their own on most oper-
ations, including conducting more than 85 percent of operations
with limited or no U.S. support in the difficult Regional Command
East. Yet difficult obstacles remain to the process of reducing our
forces and shifting responsibility to Afghanistan forces, including
the difficulty of negotiating a status of forces agreement, including
recent reports that the Afghanistan Government might slow down
a successful program of growing and training the Afghanistan
Local Police, and including questions about the current plan to re-
duce the size of the Afghanistan National Security Forces from
352,000 to around 230,000 after 2015.

We face a number of new and growing threats elsewhere in the
world, such as the ongoing threat posed by Iran’s nuclear weapons
program and the increasingly destructive civil war in Syria with
the risk that conflict could result in the loss of control over that
country’s substantial stockpile of chemical weapons. There’s also
the continuing instability in other countries affected by the Arab
Spring, the growth of al Qaeda affiliates in ungoverned regions, in-
cluding Yemen, Somalia, and North Africa, and the continued un-
predictable behavior of a nuclear armed regime in North Korea.

We face these challenges at a time when the DOD budget is
under a unique pressure as a result of cuts previously agreed upon
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by Congress, the budgeting by Continuing Resolution (CR), and the
impending threat of a sequester. Secretary Panetta has said that
a sequester would be devastating for our military. Senator Hagel’s
views today on the CR and the sequester will be of great interest
to this committee and to the Nation.

Those of us who have served with Senator Hagel in the Senate
know that he is a man who is not afraid to speak his mind. Senator
Hagel has made a number of statements over the course of his ca-
reer which committee members will ask him about during today’s
hearing. For example, Senator Hagel has stated that unilateral
sanctions against Iran, “are exactly the wrong approach,” and that,
“they are the worst thing we can do would be to try to isolate Iran”.
I believe that while effective multilateral sanctions are preferable,
that unilateral sanctions are an important part of the approach
that the Obama administration has followed, and that Congress
has supported. It appears that sanctions are producing tremendous
pressure on Iran.

Another statement which has raised concern is Senator Hagel’s
recommendation that we conduct, “direct, unconditional, and com-
prehensive talks with the Government of Iran”. Now while there is
value in communicating with our adversaries, the formulation used
by Senator Hagel seemed to imply a willingness to talk to Iran on
some issues that I believe that most of us would view as non-nego-
tiable, and, therefore, any willingness to talk to Iran would need
to be highly conditional. Senator Hagel’s reassurance to me in my
office that he supports the Obama administration’s strong stance
against Iran is significant, and we look forward to hearing from
Senator Hagel today in some depth on that subject.

We will also be interested in Senator Hagel’s addressing trou-
bling statements that he has made about Israel and its supporters
here in the United States, a statement in 2008 that our policy of
non-engagement with the Syrians, “has isolated us more than the
Syrians,” and a 2009 statement that “we should not isolate Hamas,
a terrorist organization”.

There is much to be explored at this hearing, but as we struggle
with the difficult security challenges facing our Nation, the Presi-
dent needs to have a Secretary of Defense in whom he has trust,
who will give him unvarnished advice, a person of integrity, and
one who has a personal understanding of the consequences of deci-
sions relative to the use of military force. Senator Hagel certainly
has those critically important qualifications to lead DOD.

Senator Inhofe.

STATEMENT OF SENATOR JAMES M. INHOFE

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. First of all, I would
like to echo your remarks about Secretary Panetta and the work
that he has done. I do not see him here today, but I do recall when
he was first nominated, I was probably one of the first phone calls
to him, and I have enjoyed working with him.

With Senator McCain, I feel the same way. I will certainly con-
tinue to depend on his counsel, and you and I have worked very
well together in the past.

Mr. Chairman, before I continue my opening statement, I would
like to raise a concern about the sufficiency of materials provided
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to this committee by our nominee. Senator Hagel was requested to
provide the speeches he has delivered over the last 5 years, yet his
initial submission was for only four speeches. Even though, as was
noticed by Senator Cruz that he had honoraria for 12 speeches, but
submitted 4 speeches. We received some more, but only late last
night. I think it would have been a lot more helpful if we had re-
ceived them before that, and I am hoping that we will be able to
get that information before we have to cast votes on this nominee.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

The President’s nomination of Senator Hagel to serve as the next
Secretary of Defense comes at a critical juncture in our military
and national security interests. Senator Hagel is a good man who
has a record of service. I first learned of that when he was first
elected, and I have been a great admirer of the time that he spent
in Vietnam and the sacrifices that he made.

While his service is commendable, the fate of his nomination
should be decided by the totality of his record. It is the votes that
he has cast, the statements that he has made over the many years
of his career that will inform us as to his judgment, his view of
America’s role in the world, and his view of the military required
to support that role.

As T told Senator Hagel in my office over 2 weeks ago, that after
a long and careful review of his record, and there are things that
he has said and there are things that I have personally experienced
with him, that we are too philosophically opposed on the pressing
issues facing our country, for me to support his nomination. There-
fore, I told him I would not be supporting his nomination.

His record demonstrates what I view as a lack of steadfast oppo-
sition to policies that diminish U.S. power and influence through-
out the world, as well as a recent trend of policy reversals that
seem based on political expediency rather than on core beliefs.

On many of the security challenges facing U.S. interests around
the world, Senator Hagel’s record is deeply troubling and out of the
mainstream. Too often, it seems, he is willing to subscribe to a
worldwide view that is predicated on appeasing our adversaries
while shunning our friends. I remember quoting Hiram Mann, who
said, “No man survives when freedom fails, the best men rot in
filthy jails, and those who cry ‘appease, appease’ are hanged by
those they tried to please.”

I am mentioning a few of these things because they are going to
come out in this hearing. In 2000, an overwhelming majority of
Senators sent a letter to President Clinton reaffirming our soli-
darity with Israel. I was one of them who carried that letter
around. I remember it well. Senator Hagel was one of just four who
refused to sign that letter, and I am sure he will want to comment
about that.

In 2001, he was one of just two Senators who voted against a bill
extending harsh sanctions against Iran. A year later, he urged the
Bush administration to support Iran’s membership in the World
Trade Organization. Senator Hagel voted against a resolution des-
ignating Iran’s Revolutionary Guard Corp, a group responsible for
killing American soldiers in Iraq and Afghanistan, as a terrorist or-
ganization. On multiple occasions, he has advocated for direct nego-
tiations with Iran, a regime that continues to repress its people,
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doggedly pursue a nuclear weapon capability, and employ terrorist
proxies, including Hamas, Hezbollah, who threaten the security of
Israel and the region.

Senator Hagel has also been an outspoken supporter of the nu-
clear disarmament and the Global Zero movement. We are very
sensitive to that, and we know that the President has said many
times he wants a nuclear free world, and I know that Senator
Hagel is right there with him. But at a time when North Korea’s
belligerent actions threaten our allies with their nuclear capabili-
ties and security of our own Nation and that of our allies, why
would we want to unilaterally disarm ourselves of nuclear capa-
bility?

Of late, however, Senator Hagel has expressed views in meetings
with Senate colleagues, I have been informed, and through the
press that appear glaringly at odds with many of his long-held po-
sitions, particularly on issues dealing with Israel, Iran, and our nu-
clear arsenal. This apparent willingness to walk back or alter his
position, possibly for the sake of political expediency on such impor-
tant issues, is deeply troubling and sends a concerning message to
our allies and adversaries alike.

Though I respect Senator Hagel, his record to date demonstrates
that he would be a staunch advocate for the continuation of the
misguided policies of the President’s first term. Retreating from
America’s unique global leadership role and shrinking the military
will not make America safer. On the contrary, it will embolden our
enemies, endanger our allies, and provide opportunity for nations
that do not share our interests to fill a global leadership vacuum
we leave behind.

It is for these reasons that I believe that he is the wrong person
to lead the Pentagon at this perilous and consequential time.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, Senator Inhofe.

We have two former chairmen of this committee with us to intro-
duce Senator Hagel. No Senator has had two dearer friends or bet-
ter mentors than I have had with Senators Nunn and Warner. I
just want to welcome them back to this committee. I do not have
to tell them that they are among dear, dear friends, those of us
who have known them and who have worked with them. It is a
real, real treat actually to welcome you back to the committee.

I think I will call on you, Senator Nunn, first. I think we will
call on you alphabetically. I do not have any better way to do it.
Sam, welcome back.

STATEMENT OF HON. SAM NUNN, U.S. SENATOR FROM THE
STATE OF GEORGIA, RETIRED

Senator NUNN. First, for the record, seniority and age are two
different things. [Laughter.]

Chairman Levin, Ranking Member Inhofe, members of the
Armed Services Committee, I am honored to join John Warner in
presenting our friend, Chuck Hagel, to the committee and recom-
mending that Chuck be confirmed as our Nation’s 24th Secretary
of Defense.

I think it is worth noting that 68 years ago this month, John
Warner enlisted in the U.S. Navy to fight in World War II. That
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was the start of his great career of public service, and John, I am
very proud to be here by your side.

Mr. Chairman, I spent a lot of my Senate career sitting in your
seat waiting on a quorum. Congratulations on not having to do that
today. [Laughter.]

Chairman LEVIN. I do not how long it will last, but thanks for
pointing it out.

Senator NUNN. Mr. Chairman, I think it should be noted that
you and Senator McCain have effectively guided this committee in
its important role as a compelling and absolutely essential voice for
a strong and effective defense. Together you have managed to pass
authorization bills, even during contentious times. I thank you both
for your dedicated service to our Nation. I am confident, Mr. Chair-
man and Senator Inhofe, that you will continue this tradition, and
that Senator McCain will still be a very valuable member and voice
on this committee.

I believe that our Nation is fortunate to have a nominee for Sec-
retary of Defense with the character, the experience, the courage,
and the leadership that Chuck Hagel would bring to this position.
First, Chuck is acutely aware that even in an age of rapid techno-
logical advances, our military capability and effectiveness depend
on the quality and the morale of the people who serve our Nation
in uniform, as well as the families that support them.

Chuck received two Purple Hearts in Vietnam, and when he re-
turned home, he continued to fight for veterans and for Active Duty
military personnel. He knows that our people are our strongest as-
sets. Second, Chuck’s experience in Vietnam shaped his life and his
perspective. War for Chuck Hagel is not an attraction. I am con-
fident that if confirmed he will ask the hard and the smart ques-
tions before sending troops into battle.

Chuck Hagel knows that the United States has vital interests
that are worth fighting for and dying for. He also knows that war
should be a last resort and that our Nation must effectively use all
of our tools, not limited only to our military, to protect our impor-
tant and to protect our vital interests.

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, there is a tension in these values, but
it is a tension that we should welcome in the thought process and
in the advice that our Secretary of Defense gives to our Com-
mander in Chief and to this Congress.

From our service together on the Defense Policy Board in recent
years, I know that Chuck Hagel has a clear world view, and that
it aligns with the mainstream of U.S. foreign and defense policy,
and also with President Obama. Chuck Hagel believes that we
must build and preserve American strength as a force for good in
the world. He recognizes that protecting our interests requires
strong allies and friends, as well as strong American leadership.

Third, Chuck has the depth of experience and the leadership
skills required to handle this tough job. There is certainly no short-
age of security challenges around the world, as this committee
knows, and as you have enumerated this morning, Mr. Chairman.
A very large and impressive group of former Cabinet officials and
public servants from both sides of the aisle have said that they
trust Chuck Hagel with this important responsibility. I strongly
agree.
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Fourth, on the fiscal side, I am confident that Chuck will be a
powerful advocate for a common sense approach, both within the
administration and here on Capitol Hill regarding fiscal challenges
to the defense budget. He understands that our defense capabilities
are being threatened on two budget fronts: first, sequestration with
its damaging across-the-board, upfront budget cuts, and second,
rapidly rising costs within the Department’s budget, including, but
not limited to, health care, personnel, and retirement costs.

Mr. Chairman, members of the committee, I believe that Chuck
will work effectively with this committee and Congress in meeting
these budget challenges while protecting our people, protecting our
capabilities, and also while ensuring that the United States has the
strongest military in the world.

Chuck Hagel was a soldier and a Senator, but he has been also
a highly successful executive in both the public and private sectors.
He built a successful company from the ground up. He is a man
who knows how to prioritize, and he knows how to make tough de-
cisions. He will listen to and carefully consider the views of our
military and civilian leaders, and guide them as necessary.

Fifth, I believe that Chuck Hagel will be a balanced and respon-
sible voice on nuclear weapons policy. President Reagan said it
often and said it well: “a nuclear war cannot be won, and it must
not be fought.”

Mr. Chairman, as this committee knows, the risk of a global nu-
clear war has thankfully, substantially declined since the breakup
of the Soviet Union. But with nine nations possessing nuclear
weapons, with nuclear weapons usable material and knowledge
spread across the globe, and with terrorists ready to use a nuclear
weapon if they manage to buy, steal, or make one, we face enor-
mous risk that a nuclear weapon will be used. If proliferation con-
tinues in countries like Iran and North Korea, and if we do not se-
cure nuclear materials and weapons globally, the odds of use will
g0 up even more.

Six years ago George Schultz, Bill Perry, Henry Kissinger, and
I made the argument that we reduce reliance on nuclear weapons
as a vital contribution to preventing that proliferation, keeping
them out of dangerous hands, and ultimately ending them as a
threat to the world. Two-thirds of living former Secretaries of State
and Defense, and national security advisors have agreed with the
vision and the steps that we outlined, including substantial work
on verification and enforcement.

Mr. Chairman, I hope that all members of the committee and the
Senate will read the recent statement by four credible and very ex-
perienced Americans—Ambassador Tom Pickering, Ambassador
Richard Burt, General James Cartwright, and General John
Sheehan—about their work with Chuck Hagel on nuclear weapons.
They made it abundantly clear that they oppose unilateral moves.
They support bilateral negotiations. They support verifiable U.S.-
Russian arms reductions to be followed by multilateral negotia-
tions, bringing other nuclear weapons countries into a serious and
verifiable process of reductions.

In closing, Mr. Chairman, there are many essential characteris-
tics and values that a Secretary of Defense should possess in our
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dangerous and challenging world. Let me name just two or three
that I think are very important.

First, someone who is well-informed, has an open mind, engages
in critical thinking, who is capable of and who seeks out inde-
pendent thought. Second, someone who sets aside fixed ideologies
and biases to honestly evaluate all options, and then provides his
or her candid judgment to the President and to Congress. Third,
someone who pays attention to people with the best ideas, regard-
less of their party affiliation. No one is perfect. We all know that.
But Chuck Hagel comes as close as anyone I know to having all
of these qualities.

Mr. Chairman, Senator Inhofe, and members of the committee,
I served for 24 years on this important committee, and I recognize
that much has changed since I retired 16 years ago. I continue to
believe, however, that every major problem we face today requires
the best input from both political parties if we are to arrive at a
solution. I believe that Chuck Hagel will seek that input. I urge his
support by this committee, and I urge the confirmation of his nomi-
nation by the U.S. Senate.

I thank the chairman.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, Senator Nunn.

Senator Warner.

STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN WARNER, U.S. SENATOR FROM
THE STATE OF VIRGINIA, RETIRED

Senator WARNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. It is a moving expe-
rience for me to reenter this room. I served on this committee for
30 years. In that period of time, Senator Nunn was the chairman,
and I was the ranking. But I want to say to you and Jim Inhofe—
Jim and I have been good friends and we worked together not only
on this committee, but other committees. You will be a splendid
ranking member. You follow in the steps of my dear and valued
friend of so many years, John McCain.

The leadership of this committee throughout my 30 years in the
Senate has been drawn from the ranks of the strongest and the
best of its membership. We have it today, and I have every reason
we will have it tomorrow.

I would like to say a word to the new members of this committee.
As T look back over a very fortunate record of public service for
many years, no chapter of my career was more important than
service on this committee. You will carry with you for the rest of
your life the recollections of the work that you have done for one
of America’s most valued assets, the men and the women and their
families of the armed services of the United States.

I have written out a nice long statement, and then last night late
I received Sam Nunn’s statement and Chuck Hagel’s statement,
and I said that I felt that another statement just would not do. I
would rather say just a few words from the heart about the impor-
tance of what we have by way of decision before all of us today.

I thank Senator Nunn for that reference of 68 years ago in the
Navy. I did no more than every other kid on my block. We all went.
But I would like to remind you that a half century ago, you served
in the Coast Guard. So, Grandpa, here is another grandpa. [Laugh-
ter.]
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Good friends, we thank Chuck Hagel, and Mrs. Hagel, and his
family because if confirmed, there is an enormous commitment by
the family to this position. Having known Lilibet and slightly your
children, you have made that decision to offer yourself for contin-
ued public service. Public service is a privilege. I have always re-
garded it as such.

I will not give a long statement. This statement by Senator
Hagel will soon be shared with you. I read it through not once,
twice, but again this morning. I say this carefully, I have read the
statements that have been placed before the members of this com-
mittee for those 30 years. I have never read a more carefully pre-
pared statement, a more forthright statement, and one that has no
hedges or deviations. He hits firm on those issues that will make
the decision in your minds and that of your colleagues as to wheth-
er or not he is qualified to take on this very important assignment.

I first entered the Pentagon in 1969 during the war in Vietnam
under Melvin Laird. Jim Schlesinger followed, and I have worked
with every Secretary of Defense since that period of time, all dif-
ferent, all with their strengths and indeed some of their weak-
nesses. But set forth in this is a series of commitments to you as
a committee, to the members of the full Senate, and to the Amer-
ican public as precisely what his goals are and what he will do,
how he will serve the President, how he will give the President his
best advice. I know Chuck to give it very strongly.

I'm going to talk a little bit about Chuck Hagel, the man that
I served with for 12 years. My distinguished colleague and long-
time friend, Sam, had gone when Chuck arrived at the Senate. The
first year he was here, we had the defense authorization bill on the
floor. In those days, as it is today, that bill goes on that floor, that
bill stays on that floor, sometimes a couple of days, sometimes a
week, sometimes broken up, but we get it through. When it’s done,
we go immediately back to our committee spaces and begin to write
that bill and get it to the printer so that we can go to conference.
How many times have we done that together, Senator Nunn, Sen-
ator Levin, Senator McCain, Senator Inhofe, many times.

The first year he was here, he watched that process, and when
I had taken the staff back to the committee room, surprisingly he
showed up. I didn’t know him that well, although I had studied his
biography and I wanted to get to know him because of my deep and
abiding interesting in the Vietnam period, having served for 5
years in that period as Under Secretary of the Navy.

He strolled into the room and I introduced him to the people. He
said to the staff, you are one of the most impressive group of young
people I've ever seen. I learned a lot. He shared some of histories
as a simple, but elegant, soldier that he was. That is the way he
started, and thereafter he voted for every single final passage of
the authorization bill, every single final passage of the appropria-
tion bill.

He was at home and learned in that generation of Vietnam, and
I am so proud to have the affiliation of having been, yes, in com-
parative safety at the Pentagon. But I did go to the field of battle
and see these young men and some women who engaged in that
struggle. Chuck Hagel brings with him the experience of having
come home to an America that was quite different than what I ex-
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perienced when my generation came home from World War II. We
were welcomed with open arms. America at that time in Vietnam,
and how well John McCain can remember this, was very divided.
When you wore your uniform back home, it did not receive the
same respect that it deserved for the sacrifices that you and your
colleagues had committed. Chuck will never forget that. I will
never forget it. John will never forget it.

Today we welcome home and we do it with the fullest heart the
young men and women who serve, but there have been times in
history when that didn’t happen, and that was one. That honed
him to be prepared to take on his responsibilities as he addresses
the declining budget situation, which is going to be a challenge. I
am absolutely certain that he will stand up and fight as hard as
two of his predecessors—Leon Panetta you mentioned today, and
Robert Gates. They gave their President loyalty, but they gave him
their best advice and tough advice, and fought for their troops, and
drilled down to what they have to maintain whatever budget. Se-
quester is not the route. But whatever budget, he will maintain
morale and combat readiness. Also, ladies and gentlemen, that pil-
lar of strength of our military system, the All-Volunteer Force.

We had drafts in Vietnam. We saw the effect of that. We decided
as a Nation to take a gamble, to let every person who wished to
wear the uniform, giving that opportunity and to volunteer. No one
is forced in there. That has to be maintained. This man has the ex-
perience, gravitas, and the strength to protect the All-Volunteer
Force.

I also was deeply impressed by the Senate and the manner in
which it confirmed John Kerry. John Kerry was also in that gen-
eration, and he served his trials and tribulations, and came home
and faced that public in the same way Chuck did. The Senate con-
firmed him with a very strong vote. They sent him away ready to
take on the enormity of his responsibility.

Now I mention that because in my experience, I have seen a good
deal of camaraderie, but a good deal of competition between the
Secretaries of Defense and the Secretaries of State. It is just sort
of built in there, and sometimes a lot of sand gets in that gear box.
But it is important to the United States that they, having the
major jurisdiction over most of the policy issues, work as a team.

John Kerry and Chuck Hagel are a band of brothers out of Viet-
nam with that special bond, and I am sure that you will utilize
that and remember it, and make those two departments performs
their functions to best serve the President and to best serve the
country.

I have pretty well said everything I should say. I want to be brief
because it is important that this committee pursue its work. But
again, Bob Gates, Leon Panetta set the bar for this century of those
who take on this job. You mentioned your long friendships, Chuck,
and how you know both. I would keep close contact. They have the
experience to deal with this President of the United States, and
you are the President’s choice.

Folks, there is an old saying in the combat Army infantry and
Marine Corps. “Certain men are asked to take the point,” which
means to get out and lead in the face of the enemy. Chuck Hagel
did that as a sergeant in Vietnam. If confirmed, Chuck Hagel will
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do it again, this time not before a platoon, but before every man
and woman and their families in the armed services. You will lead
them. They will know in their hearts we have one of our own.

You are on your own, and good luck.

Senator HAGEL. Thank you. [Laughter.]

Chairman LEVIN. We thank you both, Senator Warner, Senator
Nunn, for your extraordinarily powerful introductions. I just wish
every member of the Senate and every American could have heard,
and I hope will hear and read about what you said here today
about Chuck Hagel. I also noticed there is another former Senator,
who was a member of that band of brothers, who is with us today.
I just noticed in the audience Max Cleland is here, and I want to
welcome you, Max, too, as an old, old friend of this committee, and
the Senate, and of the Nation.

Let me now call on Senator Hagel. Senator Warner, Senator
Nunn, again, thank you for your introductions, and you are free to
get back to your lives or to stay as you wish.

Senator Hagel.

STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES T. HAGEL, TO BE SECRETARY
OF DEFENSE

Senator HAGEL. Thank you, Chairman Levin, Ranking Member
Inhofe, and distinguished members of the committee. I am honored
to come before you today as the President’s nominee to be the Sec-
retary of Defense.

First, as you suggested, Mr. Chairman, let me introduce my fam-
ily—my wife, Lilibet. Our son Ziller, and our daughter, Allyn, are
not with us today. Our son, Ziller, claims he’s taking a test. We will
confirm that later. But both are a son and daughter that Lilibet
and I are very proud of. I think like any proud father and any
proud mother, you all know how I feel about that as you have the
same feelings about your children. It is the same way Lilibet and
I feel about ours.

I also want to introduce my brother, Tom, who served with me
in Vietnam, my brother, Mike, who is our number three brother,
and I might add, who actually possesses any talent our family has.
He has in the Pentagon 10 paintings as Chairman of the Air Force
Artist Guild over the years, and they are hanging in different loca-
tions in the Pentagon. We have one brother of some acclaim, and
one of us did make it, my brother, Mike. Mike’s son is sitting be-
hind him, Josh. He is one of three children that Mike has.

We have here also cousins, many friends, and people I owe
money to. [Laughter.]

Who knows who else since I have received some publicity over
the weeks.

I want to also thank my friends, Sam Nunn and John Warner.
I want to thank them for their support, their encouragement, and
their friendship over many years. As each of you who had the privi-
lege of serving with those Senators, I, too, add my thanks for their
tremendous service to our country. These two distinguished Ameri-
cans represent what is best about American public service and re-
sponsible bipartisanship. They have embodied both in their careers,
long distinguished careers, and are models for each of us.
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Of course to my family and friends, and my fellow veterans who
are here, as has been noted, Max Cleland, Jan Scruggs, good
friends, veterans from all wars, who are here today who I worked
with for many, many years. I am grateful to them. Not just to those
friends, and supporters, and fellow veterans who are here, but
those who are not, thank you.

A life is only as good as the family and the friends you have and
the people you surround yourself with. I also want to thank my
friend, Leon Panetta, for his tremendous service to our country
over so many years. If I am given the privilege of succeeding him,
it will be a high honor.

President Obama for his confidence and trust in me, I thank
him. I am humbled by the opportunity and the possibility he has
given me to serve our country once again. I fully recognize the im-
mense responsibilities of the Secretary of Defense. I assured the
President that if I am confirmed by the U.S. Senate, I will always
do my best. I will always do my best for our Nation and for the
men and women and their families, who are called on to make the
enormous sacrifices of military service. Their safety, success, and
welfare will always be at the forefront of the decisions I make.

I also assured the President that I would always provide him
with my most honest and informed advice. I make that same com-
mitment to this committee and to Congress. If confirmed, I will
reach out to the members of this committee for advice and collabo-
ration. It will be a partnership because the national security chal-
lenges America faces require it.

Our Nation’s security is the highest priority of our leaders and
our Government. We cannot allow the work of confronting the
great threats we face today to be held hostage to partisanship on
either side of the aisle, or by differences between the bodies rep-
resented in Articles I and II of our Constitution. The stakes are too
high. Men and women of all political philosophies, and parties, and
ideas die and fight for our country. As this committee knows so
well, protecting our national security or committing our Nation to
war can never become political litmus tests.

I know Secretary Panetta has put a strong emphasis on reaching
out to Congress. I, like Leon, come from Congress, and respect and
understand this institution’s indispensable role in setting policy
and helping govern our country.

We are all products of the forces that shape us. For me, there
has been nothing more important in my life, or a more defining in-
fluence on my life, than my family. Whether it was helping my
mother raise four boys after my father, a World War II veteran
who died suddenly at age 39 on Christmas Day, or serving side by
side with my brother Tom in Vietnam, or the wonderful miracle of
my wife Lilibet and me being blessed with two beautiful children.
That is who I am.

We each bring to our responsibilities frames of reference. These
frames of reference are formed by our life’s experiences. They help
instruct our judgments. We build out from those personal founda-
tions by continually informing ourselves, listening, and learning.

Like each of you, I have a record, a record that I am proud of.
I am proud of my record not because of any accomplishments I may
have achieved, or certainly because of an absence of mistakes, but



14

rather because I have tried to build that record by living my life
and fulfilling my responsibilities as honestly as I knew how and
with hard work. Underpinning everything I have done in my life
was the belief that we must always be striving to make our Nation
a better and more secure place for all of our people.

During the 12 years I had the privilege of serving the people of
Nebraska in the U.S. Senate, I cast over 3,000 votes and hundreds
of committee votes. I have also given hundreds of interviews and
speeches and written a book. As you all know, I am on the record.
I am on the record on many issues.

But no one individual vote, no one individual quote, no one indi-
vidual statement defines me, my beliefs, or my record. My overall
world view has never changed: that America has and must main-
tain the strongest military in the world, that we must lead the
international community to confront threats and challenges to-
gether, and take advantage of opportunities together; that we must
use all our tools of American power to protect our citizens and our
interests. I believe, and I always have believed, that America must
engage in the world, not retreat from the world, but engage with
the world. My record is consistent on these points.

It is clear that we are living at a defining time. Our Nation is
emerging from over a decade of war. We have brought our men and
women in uniform home from Iraq, and have started to bring them
home from Afghanistan.

That does not mean that the threats we face and will continue
to face are any less dangerous or complicated. In fact, it is quite
the opposite. Recent events in Mali and Algeria remind us clearly
of this reality. The 21st century complexities, technologies, econo-
mies, and threats are bringing the 7 billion global citizens closer
together than ever before. As our planet adds another 2 billion peo-
ple over the next 25 years, the dangers, complications, and human
demands will not be lessened, but rather heightened.

Despite these challenges, I believe we also have historic opportu-
nities to help build a safer, more prosperous, more secure, more
hopeful, and more just world than maybe any time in history of
man, for all people. Yes, the curse of intolerance, hatred, and dan-
ger exists around the world, and we must continue to be clear-eyed
about this danger, and we will be. We will not hesitate to use the
full force of the U.S. military in defense of our security. But we
must also be smart, and, more importantly, wise, wise in how we
employ all of our Nation’s great power.

America’s continued leadership and strength at home and abroad
will be critically important for our country and the world. While we
will not hesitate to act unilaterally when necessary, it is essential
that we work closely with our allies and partners to enhance Amer-
ica’s influence and security, as well as global security. If confirmed,
I will continue to build on the efforts of this administration and of
former Secretary Gates, Secretary Panetta, and Secretary Clinton
to strengthen our alliances and partnerships around the world. I
will also look forward to working with my former Senate col-
league—your colleague—and our friend, John Kerry, in this pur-
suit.

As I told the President, I am committed to his positions on all
issues of national security, specifically decisions that DOD is in the
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process of implementing now. This includes the Defense Strategic
Guidance the President outlined in January 2012. Allow me to very
briefly address a few of those specific issues now.

First, we have a plan in place to transition out of Afghanistan,
continue bringing our troops home, and end the war, which has
been the longest war, as we all know, in America’s history. As you
also know, discussions are ongoing about what the U.S. presence
in Afghanistan will look like after 2014. The President has made
clear, and I agree, that there should be only two functions for U.S.
troops that remain in Afghanistan after 2014: counterterrorism,
particularly to target al Qaeda and its affiliates, training, and ad-
vising Afghan forces. It is time we forge a new partnership with
Afghlanistan, with its government and, most importantly, with its
people.

Second, as the Secretary of Defense, I will ensure we stay vigi-
lant and keep up the pressure on terrorist organizations as they try
to expand their affiliates around the world, in places like Yemen,
Somalia, and North Africa. At the Pentagon, that means continuing
to invest in and build the tools to assist in that fight, such as Spe-
cial Operations Forces and new intelligence, surveillance, and re-
connaissance technologies. It will mean working hand-in-hand with
our partners here at home across the National Security and Intel-
ligence Communities to confront these and other threats, especially
the emerging threat—the very dangerous and real threat of cyber
warfare.

Third, as I have made clear, I am fully committed to the Presi-
dent’s goal of preventing Iran from obtaining a nuclear weapon,
and I have been on record on that issue. As I have said in the past
many times, all options must be on the table to achieve that goal.

My policy has always been the same as the President’s, one of
prevention, not of containment. The President has made clear that
is the policy of our Government. As Secretary of Defense, I will
make sure the Department is prepared for any contingency. That
is my job. That is my responsibility. I will ensure our friend and
ally Israel maintains its qualitative military edge in the region,
and will continue to support systems like Iron Dome, which is
today saving Israeli lives from terrorist rocket attacks. That sup-
port I have always made clear and been on the record for.

Fourth, while we pursue the reductions in our deployed stock-
piles and launchers consistent with the New Strategic Arms Reduc-
tion Treaty (START), I am committed to maintaining a modern,
strong, safe, ready, and effective nuclear arsenal. America’s nuclear
deterrent over the last 35 years has played a central role in ensur-
ing global security and the avoidance of world war III. I have been
committed to that. My record is clear on that. I am committed to
modernizing our nuclear arsenal.

As we emerge from this decade of war, we must also broaden our
Nation’s focus overseas as we look at future threats and challenges.
As this committee knows, that is why DOD is rebalancing its re-
sources towards the Asia-Pacific region. We are in the process of
modernizing our defense posture across the entire region to defend
and deepen our partnerships with traditional allies, especially
Japan, South Korea, and Australia, to continue to deter and defend
against provocations from states like North Korea, as well as non-
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state actors, and to expand our networks of security cooperation
throughout the region to combat terrorism, counter proliferation,
provide disaster relief, fight piracy, and ensure maritime security.

I will continue this rebalancing even as we continue to work
closely—closely—with our long-time allies of the North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) and our friends, and with allies, and
partners, and friends in other regions of the world. At the same
time, we will continue to focus on challenges in the Middle East
and North Africa where we have clear national interests. Rather,
it is a recognition that the United States has been and always will
be a Pacific power, and the Asian-Pacific area is increasingly vital
to America’s security and economic interests. That is why we must
become even more engaged in the region over the coming years.

Doing all of this and much more will require smart and strategic
budget decisions. I have made it clear I share Leon Panetta’s and
our Service Chiefs’ serious concerns about the impact sequestration
would have on our Armed Forces. As someone who has run busi-
nesses, I know that the uncertainty and turbulence of the current
budget climate makes it much more difficult to manage the Penta-
gon’s resources and our national security. If confirmed, I am com-
mitted to effectively and efficiently using every single taxpayer’s
dollar the right way, to maintaining the strongest military in the
world, and to working with Congress to ensure the Department has
the resources it needs, and that the disposition of those resources
is accountable.

Even as we deal with difficult budget decisions, I will never
break America’s commitment to our troops, our veterans, and our
military families. We will continue to invest in the well-being of
our All-Volunteer Force. Working with the Department of Veterans
Affairs (VA) and other institutions, we will make sure our troops
and their families get the health care, job opportunities, and edu-
cation they have earned and deserve, just as I did when I co-au-
thored the post-9/11 GI Bill with Senators Jim Webb, Frank Lau-
tenberg, and John Warner. This includes focusing on the mental
health of our fighting force, because no one who volunteers to fight
and die for this country should ever feel like that they have no-
where to turn. That is unacceptable in this country.

In my 12 years in the Senate, my one guiding principle on every
security decision I made and every vote I cast was always this—
simply this: Is our policy worthy of our troops and their families
and the sacrifices that we ask them to make? That same question
will guide me if I am confirmed as Secretary of Defense.

Our men and women in uniform and their families must never
doubt that their leaders’ first priority is them. I believe my record
of leadership on veterans issues over the years, going back to my
service in the Veterans Administration under President Reagan,
demonstrates my rock-solid commitment to our veterans and their
families.

We must always take care of our people. That is why I will work
to ensure that everyone who volunteers to fight for this country has
the same rights and same opportunities. As I have discussed with
many of you in our meetings, I am fully committed to imple-
menting the repeal of Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, and doing everything
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possible under current law to provide equal benefits to the families
of all our servicemembers and their families.

I will work with the Service Chiefs as we officially open combat
positions to women, a decision I strongly support. I will continue
the important work that Leon Panetta has done to combat sexual
assault in the military. Maintaining the health and well-being of
those who serve is critical to maintaining a strong and capable
military, because an institution’s people must always come first.

As we look ahead to the coming years, we have an extraordinary
opportunity now at this moment to define what is next for Amer-
ica’s military and our country. It is incumbent upon all of us to
make decisions that will ensure our Nation is prepared to confront
any threat we may face in the future, protect our citizens, and re-
main the greatest force for good in the world.

If confirmed as Secretary of Defense, it will be my great honor,
working with the President, this committee, Congress, and our
military, to ensure our policies are worthy of the service and sac-
rifice of America’s men and women.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I look forward to your questions.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you very much, Senator Hagel. Here is
what the plan is now for the hearing. We will have a first round
of 8 minutes each. We have a vote that is scheduled for 12:15 p.m.
We are going to work through that vote, and we are also going to
work through lunch, which means that we would ask you to vote
some time during that 12:15 p.m. vote and come back for those of
you who have not had your turn yet.

There are five votes at 2:15 p.m. I hope that we can complete our
first round by 2 p.m. or 2:15 p.m. so that we could then have a late
lunch at 2:15 p.m. during those five votes. We would then come
back perhaps an hour later. We would ask those who have not had
a turn, if that is the case, or during our second round, that to begin
our second round that you on the final vote, vote early and then
come back so we can start as quickly as possible around 3:15 p.m.
or 3:30 p.m., I would assume, to either complete the first round if
it has not been completed, or to begin our second round.

Because of the time crunch, we have standard questions which
we ask of all nominees. I am going to ask those at a later time dur-
ing this hearing, but we will ask them. Again, I think that we hope
to finish today. We will leave the record open for questions. But our
goal would be to finish today no matter how long it takes today,
then to have the record open for questions.

Let us now begin our first round of 8 minutes.

Senator Hagel, you have made reference to the looming seques-
ter. We received a letter signed by the Joint Chiefs of Staff relative
to sequester which says that we are on the brink of creating a hol-
low force due to an unprecedented convergence of budget conditions
and legislation. They have talked about the readiness crisis which
would result: grounding aircraft, returning ships to port, stop driv-
ing combat vehicles, training, and so forth.

You have spoken very briefly about your agreeing in general with
the impact. Would you expand on the impact of that sequester from
your perspective?

Senator HAGEL. Mr. Chairman, I think the Service Chiefs have
laid it out rather directly, plainly, as Secretary Panetta has. As re-
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cently as 2 or 3 days ago, the Deputy Secretary of Defense, Ash
Carter, in an interview went into some detail.

The fact is, the bottom line if sequester would occur, it is not just
a reduction in a significant amount of dollars that would occur, but
it would be a convergence of taking the flexibility, the projection,
the management, the future, away from those who are responsible
for managing our budget. Furloughing civilian employees would
have to occur. You listed an inventory of consequences; of cutting
back on flying time, training, steaming. These are real con-
sequences that would occur.

I know the Pentagon, the Chiefs, those who have responsibility
for managing every department of this 3 million person operation,
security institution, are preparing for the worst. But make no mis-
take, this is not an exaggeration. When managers are not given the
flexibility, and the opportunity, and the tools to manage with com-
plete uncertainty as to what is ahead, that is disaster.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you. On the question of Iran and the
use of force, the President has said that Iran’s leaders should un-
derstand that President Obama does not have a policy of contain-
ment. He has a policy to prevent Iran from obtaining a nuclear
weapon, that he has made clear that he will not hesitate, in his
words, to use force when it is necessary to defend the United States
and its interests. Do you agree with President Obama’s position
that, “all options should be on the table,” to prevent Iran from ob-
taining a nuclear weapon?

Senator HAGEL. I do. I have, and I strongly agree with him.

Chairman LEVIN. On Iranian sanctions, President Obama has
said that the sanctions which have been put in place are crippling
the economy of Iran. I happen to agree. Their currency has dropped
80 percent. Oil production has plunged. Their economy is in a
shambles. Do you share the President’s views on the importance
and effectiveness of sanctions against Iran? If so, how do you rec-
oncile your position with some of your past statements that suggest
that the national security of the United States is not served by iso-
lating Iran?

Senator HAGEL. First, I have always agreed with multilateral
sanctions because I think they have an effect. I think this Presi-
dent, in particular, has probably done more than any president to
effectively employ those kinds of international sanctions starting
with a United Nations (U.N.) Security Council agreement and U.N.
mandates. I agree with what the President is doing. I have said
publicly, incidentally long before the President ever asked me to
consider this job, that additional sanctions might be required.

As to my record on votes in the Senate regarding unilateral sanc-
tions, I have differed on some of those. I have voted for some as
well. It was always on a case-by-case basis. When I voted against
some of those unilateral sanctions on Iran, it was a different time.
For example, I believe one was in 2001. We were at a different
place with Iran during that time. Matter of fact, I recall the Bush
administration did not want a renewal of the 5-year renewal of the
Iran-Libya Sanctions Act (ILSA) during that time because they
weren’t sure of the effectiveness of sanctions.

That was not the only reason I voted against it. It was because
I thought that there might be other ways to employ our vast ability
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to harness power and allies. It was never a question of did I dis-
agree with the objective. The objective was, I think, very clear to
both of us.

I recall, for example, in 2008, Secretary of State Condoleeza Rice
sending a letter to the Chairman of the Finance Committee, Sen-
ator Max Baucus, requesting that a sanctions resolution unilateral
in the Finance Committee not come out of the Finance Committee
because the Bush administration at the time was working with the
Russians specifically, but with the Security Council of the United
Nations to try to get international sanctions, which I think that ef-
fort, by the way, in 2008, led to the 2010 international sanctions.

Chairman LEVIN. Can you give us your view on the size of the
U.S. force which might be necessary or would be necessary after
2014, the so-called residual force, if you have an opinion on the
size? You indicated in your opening statement two missions for
that residual force.

Can you also give us your opinion about the size of the Afghani-
stan National Security Force after 2014, and whether you agree
with me, and Senator Graham on this committee, and others that
we ought to reconsider the position that the Afghanistan National
Security Force should be reduced by a third starting in 2014 to
about 230,000 from what its current goal is, which is about
350,000.

Senator HAGEL. As you all know, General Allen has presented
his options to the President for the President’s consideration. As
far as I know, as of this morning, the President had not made a
decision on what a residual force, numbers wise, would look like.
I have not been included in those discussions, so I do not know,
other than knowing that he has a range of options, as you do.

But I would say that from what the President has told me, what
Secretary Panetta has told me, that decision will be made to assure
resourcing the mission and the capability of that mission.

As to what kind of a force structure should eventually be in place
by the Afghans, I do not know enough about the specifics to give
you a good answer, other than to say that I think that has to be
a decision that is made certainly with the President of Afghanistan,
what we can do to continue to support, train, and protect our inter-
ests within the scope of our ability to do that. Obviously the immu-
nity for our troops is an issue, which was an issue in Iraq. All those
considerations will be important and will be made. If I am con-
firmed and in a position to give the President on that, I will with
consultation of our commanders on the ground and our Service
Chiefs giving the best options that we can provide.

Chairman LEVIN. Will you review that question of the size of the
Afghanistan force with an open mind if you are confirmed?

Senator HAGEL. I will because I think we have to.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you. Senator Inhofe.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Senator Hagel, my first question is not to be responded as to ex-
plaining the position. I want to state the position or restate the po-
sition on five things that I mentioned in my opening statement,
and merely to ask you if these are accurate reflections of things
that happened in the past.
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The first one is in 2007, you voted against the designating of
Iran’s Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corp as a terrorist organiza-
tion. The second thing in 2006, you were 1 of 12 Senators who re-
fused to petition the European Union (EU) to identify Hezbollah as
a terrorist group. Third, in November 2003, you failed to vote on
a Syria accountability act authorizing sanctions on Syria for its
support of terrorism and occupation of Lebanon. Fourth, in 2001,
you were one of only two Senators that year to vote against re-
newal of the Iran-Libya Sanctions Act. Lastly, in 2001, you were
one of four Senators who refused to sign the letter supporting
Israel. Are those accurate?

Senator HAGEL. Let’s start with the

Senator INHOFE. No, I just want to know if these are votes that
took place. Do you agree that those votes took place?

Senator HAGEL. I want to ask about the letter that you just
noted in your fifth point, what was the date in the letter?

Senator INHOFE. The date?

Senator HAGEL. You said I refused to sign a letter.

Senator INHOFE. It was October 2001.

Senator HAGEL. A letter to——

Senator INHOFE. Okay, skip that one. Are the other ones true?
[Laughter.]

Senator HAGEL. It is very important, Senator, that we——

Senator INHOFE. It is very important because I was holding the
letter at the time that we were gathering signatures.

Senator HAGEL. I see. On the 2008 question regarding desig-
nating the Revolutionary Guard as a terrorist organization, I did
vote against it.

Senator INHOFE. I am sorry, and I do not want to be rude. You
and I are very good friends, but I know that my time is going to
expire. Others are going to ask you why you did this. I was asking
for the accuracy, and you do not want to answer that, that is fine.

Senator HAGEL. No, I just said I did vote against it, and I was
going to explain why I voted against it.

Senator INHOFE. I know, and they will be asking you for your ex-
planation. I want to get to three other things, and that is why it
is critical that we keep moving along here.

One of the criticisms I have had of this administration is the lack
of priority and funding for the military. While they have increased
the deficit by $5.3 trillion in 4 years, the only major part of the
budget that has decreased has been the military.

Now, that is something that is pretty well known. A lot of people
do not like that idea. The thing that bothers me just as much is
putting another agenda under the military budget. For example,
you have heard Senator McCain, and me, and others talk about the
fact that the Navy paid for 450,000 gallons of fuel, some $26 a gal-
lon that you can get on the market for $3. The Air Force, the same
thing, except that it is $59 a gallon.

The question I would have of you is just a commitment that if
you are confirmed, will you confine the dollars that we are going
to spend in the defense budget for defense purposes, for
warfighting purposes?

Senator HAGEL. Of course I will because that is the intent of our
budget and DOD.
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Senator INHOFE. Good. I appreciate that very much. There was
an article the other day in the Washington Post by Jennifer Rubin
called “Our Dimwitted State Department”. It was kind of an inter-
esting article. There are four questions that I am going to ask that
you respond for the record. For people who do not know what that
is, that means later on in writing.

The questions that I liked that she asked were, did the sale of
the F-16s encourage Mohamed Morsi to crack down on his people?
Number two, had we known he would crack, would we still have
sent the weaponry? Number three, how will we respond to Morsi’s
anti-democratic moves and the rise in violence against Christians
in Egypt, or, as will likely be the case, a failure to live up to
Egypt’s security obligations regarding Gaza? Four, have we miscal-
culated the Muslim Brotherhood? That would be for the record.

[The information referred to follows:]

Question. Did the sale of the F-16s encourage Morsi to crack down on his people?

Answer. I do not believe that there is a correlation between the sale of F-16s and
the recent violence in Egypt. The F-16 aircraft has been a key component of the
U.S. defense relationship with the Egyptian Armed Forces (EAF) for the last 30
years. The EAF have been a reliable partner during Egypt’s transition, and provided
security to reinforce Egyptian Ministry of Interior forces during elections and when
called upon by President Morsi during the recent protests in the Suez Canal
governorates. I believe it is in U.S. interests to maintain our defense relationship
with Egypt. Working together to maintain the U.S.-Egypt defense relationship is
also in the interest of Israel. It is critical that the U.S. Government continues to
assist with the professionalization and the building of EAF capabilities to enable
border security, participate in regional missions, and continue Egypt’s role as a pil-
lar of regional stability.

Qlf)estion. Had we known he would crack down, would we still have sent the weap-
onry?

Answer. I cannot speak for the administration, but as I stated, I do not believe
that there is a direct linkage between the sale of F-16s and the recent unrest in
Egypt. I join U.S. and foreign leaders in condemning the recent violence. It is clear
that a large number of Egyptian citizens are frustrated with the direction and pace
of political and economic reform. It is critical that all stakeholders, government and
gpplosition, work to address their frustrations and concerns peacefully and through

ialogue.

Question. How will we respond to Morsi’s anti-democratic moves and the rise in
violence against Christians in Egypt, or as will likely be the case, a failure to live
up to Egypt’s security obligations regarding Gaza?

Answer. If confirmed, I will take every opportunity to call for a transparent, inclu-
sive political process grounded in universal rights, the rule of law, and respect for
the rights of women and religious minorities. The United States maintains the abil-
ity to halt assistance to Egypt if it is determined that there are major reversals in
Egypt’s democratic transition, a severe degradation in the rule of law, or changes
in Egypt’s foreign or military policy that directly threaten U.S. interests, including
any changes to the Treaty of Peace with Israel.

I will also be clear with Egyptian leaders that Sinai security remains a serious
concern, which poses risk to Egypt’s internal stability as well as the security of
Egypt’s neighbor Israel. Restoring Sinai security requires consistent action against
violent groups acting in the Sinai and weapons smuggling into Gaza. If confirmed,
I will look for opportunities to provide U.S. security assistance through training and
border security equipment to assist Egypt in addressing this shared security objec-
tive, as well as consistently engage senior Egyptian leaders on Sinai security.

Question. Have we miscalculated the Muslim Brotherhood?

Answer. No. We are clear-eyed about the Egyptian leadership; the fact is that the
Freedom and Justice Party—the political arm of the Egyptian Muslim Brother-
hood—won a majority of votes in Egypt’s presidential elections. President Morsi has
publicly committed to upholding Egypt’s international obligations, including the
Peace Treaty with Israel. We need to hold him to these commitments, as he at-
tempts to lead Egypt’s political transition and democratic consolidation, address
Egypt’s rapidly deteriorating economy, and develop sustainable civil-military rela-
tions. President Morsi, as the democratically elected leader of Egypt, has a special
responsibility to build national consensus and strengthen Egypt’s democracy. In my
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view, U.S. support through economic and security assistance, as well as consistent
engagement, is critical so that Egypt will continue to serve as a pillar of regional
stability and peace.

Question. Do you support a third site of ground-based interceptor? It would be on
the east coast somewhere.

Answer. If confirmed, I will work to ensure that the analysis Congress requested
in section 221 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 to
evaluate additional missile defense locations in the United States, including on the
east coast, will be delivered on a timely basis, and that Congress remains informed
about the Department’s analysis about how to best protect the U.S. Homeland.

Senator INHOFE. In the area of the Global Zero policy, you and
I talked about that in my office. Others have talked about it. We
are very much concerned.

When I heard Senator Warner and others talk about what used
to be the case, the problem, in terms of nuclear capability, we used
to be talking about Russia and the United States. It is not true
anymore. Our intelligence has told us since 2007 that Iran will
have that nuclear capability and a delivery system by 2015, so it
is other countries that are involved in that.

The question I would ask you, in your book you wrote that, “We
must once again convince the world that America has a clear inten-
tion of fulfilling the nuclear disarmament commitments that we
have made.” Then a bit more recently you said, “I believe that pro-
viding necessary resources for nuclear modernization of the triads
shoul;l be a national priority.” Do you stand by your last state-
ment?

Senator HAGEL. My last statement was

Senator INHOFE. Your last statement is saying that, “I believe
that providing the necessary resources for nuclear modernization of
the triads should be a national priority.”

Senator HAGEL. Absolutely it should be, and I agree with that.
That is what the policy of this administration is.

Senator INHOFE. I am merely bringing out the inconsistency be-
cause when you were involved with supporting the Global Zero or
whatever the organization was, their declaration is, “We, the un-
dersigned believe that to protect our children, our grandchildren,
our civilization from the threat of nuclear catastrophe, we must
eliminate all nuclear weapons globally. We, therefore, commit to
working for a legally binding verifiable agreement, including all na-
tions, to eliminate nuclear weapons by a date certain.”

Senator HAGEL. The position of Global Zero, my position, some
of the individuals—national security leaders, as Senator Nunn
talked about, including himself, has never been unilateral disar-
mament, ever. Never. We have over the years, which I have sup-
ported, the United States has led the efforts to reducing nuclear
warheads. There was no more significant voice for that than Ron-
ald Reagan when he laid before Secretary General Gorbachev in
1986 a rather bold plan. In fact, I believe, paraphrasing President
Reagan, we must eliminate nuclear warheads from the face of the
planet. I believe he said something to that effect.

Global Zero has been very clear on this. Their effort is in line
with every major national leader in the world, including President
Obama, to continue to try to make an effort to reduce our nuclear
warheads. But in a dangerous world, nuclear arsenals and our con-
tainment policy, which I mentioned in my statement, has been
critically important. We are not going to unilaterally disarm.
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Verifiable. It has to be bilateral. It has to be negotiated, as all our
treaties have been.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Senator Hagel, but the reason I
mentioned the mission statement is that is the group that you be-
long to. We can talk about that later. You may want to expand on
that for the record.

My time has expired, but I have one last question I would like
to ask, and that is, given that Iran—“The people”—and I am
quoting right now—“from Iran, people of the Middle East, the Mus-
lim region, and North Africa, people of these regions hate America
from the bottom of their heart.” It further said, “Israel is a can-
cerous tumor in the heart of the Islamist world.” It further said,
“Iran’s warriors are ready and willing to wipe Israel off the map.”

The question I would like to ask you, and you can answer for the
record if you would like, is, why do you think that the Iranian for-
eign ministry so strongly supports your nomination to be the Sec-
retary of Defense?

Senator HAGEL. I have a difficult enough time with American
politics. Senator, I have no idea. But thank you, and I will be glad
to respond further for the record.

[The information referred to follows:]

Question. The question I would like to ask you, and you can answer for the record
if you would like, is, why do you think that the Iranian foreign ministry so strongly
supports your nomination to be the Secretary of Defense?

Answer. While I cannot speak to the motivations of the Iranian Foreign Ministry
spokesperson behind making those statements, there should be no doubt that I fully
support and—if confirmed—will faithfully execute the President’s multi-vector strat-
egy towards Iran. This strategy has included tough-minded diplomacy, crippling

sanctions, and serious contingency planning with the objective of preventing Iran
from acquiring a nuclear weapon.

Senator INHOFE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you, Senator Inhofe.

Senator Reed.

Senator REED. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

First, I would ask unanimous consent that several letters of sup-
port, including one from 13 former Secretaries of Defense, Secre-
taries of State, and National Security advisors, strongly endorsing
Senator Hagel’s nomination, be placed in the record.

Chairman LEVIN. It will be placed in the record.

[The information referred to follows:]
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Prominent Veterans’ Organizations Support Chuck Hagel

Veterans of Foreign Wars (VFW)

“It is not the place for America’s oldest and largest combat veterans organization to advise or
recommend to the President who he should nominate for cabinet positions. However, the
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the U.S. considers Chuck Hagel — a twice-wounded Vietnam
War infantryman and former two-term U.S. senator from Nebraska — to be uniquely
qualified to lead the Department of Defense.” — Robert E. Wallace, Executive Director

Iraq and Afghanistan Veterans of America (IAVA)

“Without Senator Hagel’s leadership in Washington, there would not be a Post-9/11 G.I.
Bill.” “Senator Hagel has always been a strong advocate for veterans; at the Department of
Defense, there is no doubt he will continue that legacy. Time and time again, from Vietnam
to the VA to the USO, Senator Hagel has answered his country's call to serve, demonstrating
courage, character and resolve at every turn. We encourage the Senate to approve his
nomination swiftly.” — Paul Rieckhoff, Founder and Chief Executive Officer

AMVETS

AMVETS National Commander Cleve Geer endorsed President Barack Obama’s nomination
of Chuck Hagel as the next Secretary of Defense. “AMVETS fully supports President
Obama’s nomination of Chuck Hagel for the future Secretary of Defense,” said Geer. “As a
veterans service organization, AMVETS’ main mission is to serve as an advocate for veter-
ans, their families and the community in which they live. [ am confident that former Sen.
Hagel will utilize his experience and understanding of America’s military to lead this
nation’s troops and the Department of Defense.”

VoteVets.org

VoteVets’ petition for Hagel was signed by over 8000 veterans and military families.
“Senator Hagel is a tremendous pick for Secretary of Defense, who I know very well, and 1
have little doubt that he will serve President Obama with distinction — both as a voice of
reason within the administration, and as a faithful advocate for carrying out the policies of
the Commander in Chief. When it is all said and done, we will be talking about him as one
of the finest Secretaries of Defense we've ever had.” — Jon Soltz, Founder and Chairman

Military Officers Association of America (MOAA)

“While MOAA does not endorse or oppose specific candidates for elected of appointed
office, we believe Sen. Hagel is certainly a candidate who is fully qualified for appointment
to this extremely important position. MOAA’s past work with Sen. Hagel has been very
positive, and we believe he brings an important sensitivity to the human side of budget and
operational considerations. His experience as a combat-wounded Vietnam veteran, as
Deputy Administrator of the VA and his two terms in the Senate provide a range of
perspectives that would serve any Secretary of Defense well. MOAA previously recognized
Sen. Hagel’s efforts to protect the interests of military beneficiaries with our Arthur T. Marix
Congressional Leadership Award. [...] MOAA does not believe cabinet nominees should be
held hostage to political litmus tests.” — Admiral Norbert R. Ryan, Jr.. USN (Ret,), President
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¢ Non Commissioned Officers Association of the USA (NCOA)
“NCOA strongly supports the appointment of The Honorable Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of
Defense [...] His military service including being twice wounded in action has instilled the
values of service and personal sacrifice and for which he knows well the human cost of war.
He has been an advocate for Soldiers, Marines, Sailors, Airmen, and Coasties to ensure the
training and equipage of America’s 21st Century Military Force to coincide with a solid
revised Defense posture to meet conventional and unconventional world challenges. Senator
Hagel has also championed personnel issues relating to combat dwell time, force protection,
transition issues including electronic medical issues, preparation for future employment and
training, veterans benefits including enhancements to Post 9/11 educational benefits. He also
recognizes the value and sacrifice of families of the men and women who serve in this
nation’s Uniformed Services.” — Richard C. Schneider, Executive Director for Government
Affairs

* Vietnam Veterans of America (VYA)
“We like Hagel. We think he's a great guy, and having a combat veteran in there would be a

good thing,” Vietnam Veterans of America President John Rowan said.

e The American Legion
“[Hagel] is a longtime member of the Legion; he joined right after he returned from Vietnam.
He's a longtime advocate for veterans in the VA and especially for veterans exposed to Agent
Orange. Our organization has consulted with him among others on various national security
matters. Having said that, the American Legion is prohibited by our congressional charter...
from endorsing any candidate for elected or appointed office.” — John Raughter.
communications director for the American Legion

* Vietnam Veterans Memorial Fund
“I first met Mr. Hagel in 1981, when he was the No. 2 man at the Veterans Administration.
He had just thrown out of his office some people who were demanding that he stop his
support for Maya Lin’s design for the Vietnam Veterans Memorial. His integrity and
toughness were impressive then. Both qualities have grown since. Long before he became a
senator, Mr. Hagel was an infantryman in Vietnam. He fought the enemy up close, and he
had to put Americans in body bags. [ am sure that as defense secretary, he would not hesitate
to use military force aggressively if our nation or its allies are in danger. Yet he knows well
that war is terribly unpredictable and needs to be avoided. He has shown some fury at those
who have never seen war but encouraged it during the past decade. This is called courage. He

has earned his stripes.” — Jan C. Scruggs, Founder and President
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VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS

VFW STATEMENT ON SENATOR CHUCK HAGEL
NOMINATION

VFW EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SPEAKS ABOUT NEXT
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

January 07, 2013

The following statement is by Robert E. Wallace, executive director of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, regarding today’s nomination of
Sen. Chuck Hagel to become the next Secretary of Defense:

“It is not the place for America’s oldest and largest combat veterans organization
to advise or recommend to the President who he should nominate for cabinet
positions. However, the Veterans of Foreign Wars of the U.S. considers Chuck
Hagel — a twice-wounded Vietnam War infantryman and former two-term U.S.
senator from Nebraska — to be uniquely qualified to lead the Department of
Defense.”

http://www.vfw.org/News-and-Events/Articles/2013-Articles/ VFW-STATEMENT-ON-
SENATOR-CHUCK-HAGEL-NOMINATION/
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JINY

{RAQ AND AFEHANISTAN
VETERANS OF AMERICA

Hagel Nomination Praised by IAVA
Januarg7, 2013

TAVA released a statement today praising the nomination of former Senator Chuck Hagel for Secretary of Defense.

"TAVA applauds the President's nomination of Senator Chuck Hagel to serve as Secretary of Defense," TAVA founder
and CEO Paul Rieckhoff said. "Senator Hagel is a welcomed choice and this is a historic day for veterans of all
generations. Iraq and Afghanistan veterans know Senator Hagel as a trusted friend, advocate and role model. Heis a
man of tremendous character who we can always count on to put our country ahead of politics. As a decorated combat
veteran of Viemam, Senator Hagel uniquely understands the challenges America’s armed forces are facing worldwide.
He also understands the challenges they face when they transition home, which will be essential in the years ahead,
As we confront an alarming suicide rate, a shrinking military and high unemployment for veterans, we need a
Secretary of Defense who knows where we're coming from. After over ten long years of war, now is the time for a
combat veteran like Senator Hagel to lead the Pentagon.

"As a former enlisted soldier, Senator Hagel understands the challenges our troops and veterans face on a deeply
personal level. He's a man of great integrity who knows what it's like to put his life on the line for his country. He has

wilked in our boots, and we know we can trust him to always have our back."

Senator Hagel served as an enlisted soldier in the U.S. Army infantry from 1967 to 1968, when he was a squad leader
in the g9th Infantry Division. He earned two Purple Hearts for his service in Vietnam. After returning home from
Southeast Asia, Senator Hagel used the Montgomery G.I. Bill to attend college. Later, as a U.S. Senator, Hagel was an
initial sponsor of the Post-9/11 Bill, which expanded G.L. Bill benefits for a new generation of veterans returning from
Traq and Afghanistan. IAVA was instrumental in the passage of the New G.L Bill and worked closely with Senator

Hagel on this historic piece of legislation.

"Without Senator Hagel’s leadership in Washington, there would not be a Post-9/11 G.I. Bill,” Rieckhoff added.
"Senator Hagel has always been a strong advocate for veterans; at the Department of Defense, there is no doubt he
will continue that legacy. Time and time again, from Vietnam to the VA to the USO, Senator Hagel has answered his
country’s call to serve, demonstrating courage, character and resolve at every turn. We encourage the Senate to

“

approve his nomination swiftly.

http://iava.org/blog/hagel-nomination-praised-iava
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AmVets National Commander Approves
Defense Secretary Nomination

LANHAM, Md., Jan. 8, 2013—This afternoon, AMVETS National Commander Cleve Geer
endorsed President Barack Obama's nomination of Chuck Hagel as the next Secretary of
Defense. Obama announced the nomination yesterday, Jan. 7, 2013.

“AMVETS fully supports President Obama’s nomination of Chuck Hagel for the future Secretary

of Defense,” said Geer. "As a veterans service organization, AMVETS' main mission is to serve

as an advocate for veterans, their families and the community in which they live. | am confident

that former Sen. Hagel will utilize his experience and understanding of America’s military to lead
this nation’s troops and the Department of Defense.”

If confirmed by the Senate, Hagel will be first infantryman to serve as the Secretary of Defense.
He will replace current Secretary of Defense Leon Panetta, who has been in this position since
2011. Hagel's experience ranges from serving in the Army during the Vietnam War to represent-
ing Nebraska as a senator.

About AMVETS:

A leader since 1944 in preserving the freedoms secured by America's armed

forces, AMVETS provides support for veterans and-the active military in procuring their earned
entitiements, as well as community service and legislative reform that enhances the quality of
life for this nation’'s citizens and veterans alike. AMVETS is one of the largest congressionally-
chartered veterans' service organizations in the United States, and includes members from
each branch of the military, including the National Guard and Reserves.

To learn more, visit. www.amvets.org.

http://www.amvets.org/amvets-national-commander-approves-defense-secretary-nomination/
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Stewart M. Hickey
Executive Director

Chuck Hagel would make an OQutstanding Secretary of Defense
January 16, 2013

The Honorable Carl Levin, Chairman

The Honorable James M. Inhofe, Ranking Member
Committee on Armed Services

United States Senate

Room SR-228 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Phone: 202-224-3871
Fax:  202-228-0036

Dear Chairman Levin and Ranking Member Inhofe:

While some of our organizations cannot recommend whom the President should appoint to
his cabinet, we believe that Senator Chuck Hagel would make an outstanding Secretary of
Defense, and is uniquely qualified to lead the men and women of America’s Armed Forces.

Chuck Hagel is true patriot who volunteered to fight in the war of his generation when he
could easily have opted for a safe assignment. Twice wounded in the service of our nation,
this combat veteran knows first-hand what it means to wear the uniform, what it means
when the nation sends its young people to war, and the price that our Soldiers, Sailors,
Airmen and Marines sometimes pay in our defense.

He has fought with and for our troops his entire adult life: as a 21-year old infantry sergeant
in Vietnam; as the deputy head of the VA who pushed for Agent Orange Benefits and for the
Vietnam Veterans Memorial; as the President of the USO; and as a U.S. Senator who co-
authored the Post-9/11 G.I. Bill. As Secretary of Defense he will be a strong advocate of
preparing servicemen and women for a smooth transition from the military to the VA
system, including making jobs and training, and efficient electronic records a top priority.
His door would always be open to veterans’ service organizations.

Chuck Hagel knows that, while military force in defense of the nation is unfortunately
sometimes necessary, decisions concerning war and peace, life and death, never should be
undertaken lightly. This is the least that we can ask of our leaders.

The President has said that “in Chuck Hagel our troops see a decorated combat veteran of
character and strength. They see one of their own. Chuck is a champion of our troops and
our veterans and our military families.” “Chuck knows that war is not an abstraction, He
understands that sending young Americans to fight and bleed in the dirt and mud, that’s
something we only do when it's absolutely necessary.” As veterans, we could not agree
more, As the nation commemorates the 50th anniversary of the Vietnam War, it is fitting
and proper that the next Secretary of Defense should be a wounded and decorated veteran
of that conflict - the first Vietnam veteran and the first enlisted man to hold this post.

Sincerely,

J" MJL-—' .

Stewart M. Hickey
Executive Director
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Military Officers Association of America VADM Norbert R. Ryan, Jr. USN (Ret)
President

January 18, 2013

The Honorable Carl Levin

Chairmman, Committee on Armed Services
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Mr. Chairman:

| am writing on behalf of the 380,000 members of the Military Officers Association of
America (MOAA) to express MOAA'’s concern about some arguments being raised in
opposition to the nomination of Sen. Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of Defense.

While MOAA does not endorse or oppose specific candidates for elected or appointed
office, we believe Sen. Hagel is certainly a candidate who is fully qualified for
appointment to this extremely important position.

MOAA's past work with Sen. Hage! has been very positive, and we believe he brings an
important sensitivity to the human side of budget and operational considerations.

His experience as a combat-wounded Vietnam veteran, as Deputy Administrator of the
VA and his two terms in the Senate provide a range of perspectives that would serve
any Secretary of Defense well. MOAA previously recognized Sen. Hagel's efforts to
protect the interests of military beneficiaries with our Arthur T. Marix Congressional
Leadership Award.

While there is every potential we might disagree with some future decisions Sen. Hagel
or any other Secretary of Defense will have to make on specific issues, we don't believe
such speculation is a fair basis for questioning his qualifications.

MOAA believes, barring unexpected revelations of clearly disqualifying circumstances,
the Senate should confirm a President’'s nominations for cabinet positions.

While each senator must vote his or her conscience, MOAA does not believe cabinet
nominees should be held hostage to political litmus tests.

Sincerely, ¥ W W/\./(m

Ytk R

201 N. Washington Street
Alexandria, VA 22314-2539
800.234.6622 phone
Www.moaa.org
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Non Commissioned Officers Association of the United States of America
P.O. Box 427 Alexandria, Virginia 22313  Telephone (703) 549-0311

January 22, 2013

The Honorable Carl Levin, Chairman

The Honorable James M. Inhofe, Ranking Member
Committee on Armed Services

United States Senate

Room SR-228 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Levin and Ranking Member Inhofe:

The Non Commissioned Officers Association of the USA (NCOA) strongly supports the
appointment of The Honorable Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of Defense.

The association’s membership is comprised of current and former enlisted members of the
active duty military, Guard and Reserve Components to include all elements of the United
States Coast Guard. The members of NCOA share a common experience with Senator Hagel
who personally experienced the rigors of military service to include combat in the Vietnam War.

His military service including being twice wounded in action has instilled the values of service
and personal sacrifice and for which he knows well the human cost of war.

He has been an advocate for Soldiers, Marines, Sailors, Airmen, and Coasties to ensure the
training and equipage of America’s 21st Century Military Force to coincide with a solid revised
Defense posture to meet conventional and unconventional world challenges.

Senator Hagel has also championed personnel issues relating to combat dwell time, force
protection, transition issues including electronic medical issues, preparation for future
employment and training, veterans benefits including enhancements to Post 9/11 educational
benefits. He also recognizes the value and sacrifice of families of the men and women who
serve in this nation’s Uniformed Services.

The NCOA has no hesitation in asking that Senator Hagel receive an expeditious hearing that
confirms his confirmation to be the next Secretary of Defense. This Association recognizes the
challenges that will be faced as Secretary of Defense and believe Senator Hagel is well
qualified to lead the Department of Defense.

Sincerely

Richard C. Schneider
Executive Director for Government Affairs
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VoteVets.org

-] The Voice of Amenica's 21st Century Patriots
PUBLISHED: January 07, 2013
VOTEVETS.ORG CHEERS HAGEL PICK
Group Garnered Over 8000 Veterans and Military Families in Support of Hage!
WASHINGTON, DC - The largest pragressive group of veterans in America, VoteVets.org, today cheered the pick of
Chuck Hagel to be the next Secretary of Defense. The group previously launched a petition in support of Hagel,

which gained over 13,000 sigatures. inciuding over 8000 Veterans and Military Families.
http/Notevets. W 2i

In a statement, VoteVets.org Chairman and Irag War Veteran Jon Scltz said:

~Senator Hage! is a tremendous pick for Secretary of Defense, who I know very well, and | have
little doubt that he will serve President Obama with distinction — hoth as a voice of reason within
the administration. and as a faithful advocate for carrying out the policies of the Commander in
Chief. When it is all said and done, we will be talking about him as one of the finest Secretaries
ol Defense we've ever had.

Chuck Hagel brings three key things to this post. First, and foremost, as an enlisted soldier, who
fought in Vietnam and was awarded the Purple Heart twice, Chuck Hagel's heart is still with the
fighting men and women in uniform. He deeply understands what our warriors go through,
when deployed. And so, when it comes to military action, Chuck Hagel will ask two

questions: Is this good for American security. and is this good for our troops? That is something
that is desperately needed.

Second, when it comes to American security, Chuck Hagel bravely broke with his party and his
party’s President, to stand up against the war in Irag, which will go down in history as one of our
most misguided military ventures. Chuck Flagel has no fear when it comes to standing up to
neoconservatives. and their preemptive war, nation building dreams. As a Republican, he adds a
very crucial dose of credibility when he speaks out against wrongheaded military action.

Third. and equally as important, Chuck Hagel is a vociferous advocate for cutting Pentagon
waste - from outdated weapons to our over-bloated nuclear arsenal, both of which eat up billions
and billions of dollars. In these tough economic times. Chuck Hagel will have no problem
identifying waste at the Department of Defense. and cutting it. Those savings will botb belp the
American economy, and free up resources (o ensure that our troops are taken care of. as they
deserve.

Along with John Kerry at the State Department. service men and women will have a real dream
team — secretaries who served in war. were wounded, and perfonmed heroically. President
Obama is o be commended for standing up for our men and women in uniform, and putting the
very best people for the job at the Departments of Defense and State.”

Founded in 2006, and backed by over 220.000 members, the mission of VoteVels.org is to use public issue
campaigns and direct outreach to lawmakers to ensure that troops abroad have what they need io complete their
missions, and receive the care they deserve when they get home. VoteVYets.org also recognizes veterans as a vital
part of the fabric of our country and will work to protect veterans’ interests in their day-to-day lives. VoteVels.org is
comynitted to the destruction of terror networks around the world - with force when necessary - to protect

America. While non-partisan, the group is the largest progressive organization of veterans in America



33

Vietnam Veterans of America

8719 Colesville Road, Suite 100, Silver Spring, MD 20910 » Telephone (301)
585-4000 Main Fax (301) 585-0519 <« Advocacy (301) 585-3180 -«
Communications (301) 585-2691 « Finance (301) 585-5542

WWW.VVA.Org

A Not-For-Profit Veterans Service Organization Chartered by the United
States Congress

January 30, 2013

The Honorable Carl Levin, Chairman

The Honorable John McCain, Ranking Member
United States Senate Committee on Armed Services
Russell Senate Office Building, Room SR-228
‘Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Chairman Levin and Ranking Member McCain,

Vietnam Veterans of America (VVA) is pleased and proud to stand in support of the nomination
of Senator Chuck Hagel as Secretary of Defense.

We have known Chuck Hagel for more than thirty years. We know him to be a man of the
highest character and integrity who will take care of the troops while accomplishing the mission.
He has the range and depth of knowledge in foreign affairs as well as defense policy to more
than have sufficient gravitas to be an excellent Secretary of Defense. He is an inspired choice.

Senator Hagel’s initial experience with governance in the nation’s capital did not end well, He
left the then Veterans Administration, where he had been Deputy Administrator, because the VA
bureaucracy refused to be honest about the health effects of Agent Orange, and the effort by
many at the VA to destroy the VET Centers — the Readjustment Counseling Service —to treat
Post-traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD). As far as we know, Chuck Hagel is the only one in our
generation to resign such a post on principle. This is very much in keeping with the spirit of our
nation’s Founding Fathers. '

After leaving full-time public service, Chuck Hagel started his business, Vanguard Cellular, and
worked tirelessly to make it a real success, creating many jobs along the way. As a private
citizen, he helped keep the issue of adequate care and assistance to veterans with PTSD in the
fore. Even while building his business he made time to be active in veterans affairs, assisting in
the effort to build the Vietnam Women’s Memorial “and serving on the Board of the Vietnam
Veterans Memorial Fund. '
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The Honorable Carl Levin, Chairman
The Honorable John McCain, Ranking Member
January 30, 2013

2-

As a Senator, he was a key player in securing the GI Bill for the 21* Century, as well as other
key programs to assist the veterans of our latest wars. He was the critical champion in the Senate
in strengthening veterans’ preference in federal hiring, which has made the current campaign to
hire veterans of Afghanistan and [raq into government positions successful.

As a combat-tested soldier who acquitted himself well in battle, he knows first-hand what it
means to commit our troops to war. He gets it that warfare is ultimately about the mud and the
blood and the efforts of troops on the ground, so he will ensure that we continue to be the best-
equipped and trained military in the world. We also believe that Senator Hagel understands that
it is small business where much of the best innovation comes from, and so will ensure that there
is real competition at DoD, which is another way of saying that he will be committed to small
business as a key partner in acquisition and innovation strategy.

VVA recommends Chuck Hagel, without reservation, for quick confirmation as Secretary of
Defense, a position for which he is uniquely and pre-eminently qualified.

Sincerely,

John Rowan
National President
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December 20, 2012

Ambassadors’ Open Letter:
Senator Hagel Impeccable Choice for Defense Secretary

We support, most strongly and without qualification, President
Obama’s reported intention to nominate Senator Chuck Hagel to
be the next secretary of defense. Each of us has known the senator
over the past twenty years and has found him invariably one of the
best informed leaders in the U.S. Congress on the issues of

U.S. national security. Senator Hagel’s credentials for the job are
impeccable. As a decorated Vietnam veteran, an extremely
successful entrepreneur in the private sector and as a two-term
senator, he brings unusually high qualifications and experiences to
the Department of Defense at this time of budget constraint and
challenges to reshape America’s military power while keeping it
strong for the coming decades.

Senator Hagel’s political courage has impressed us all. He has
stood and argued publicly for what he believes is best for the
United States. When he was attacked for opposing the war in Iraq
as “unpatriotic,” he replied, “To question your government is not
unpatriotic — to not question your government is unpatriotic.”

Time and again he chose to take the path of standing up for our
nation over political expediency. He has always supported the
pillars of American foreign policy — such as: a strong NATO and
Atlantic partnership; a commitment to the security of Israel, as a
friend and ally; a determination to stop the proliferation of nuclear
weapons; and the defense of human rights as a core principle of
America’s role in the world.

Each of us has had the opportunity to work with Senator Hagel at
one time or another on the issues of the Middle East. He has
invariably demonstrated strong support for Israel and for a two
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state solution and has been opposed to those who would undermine
or threaten Israel’s security.

We can think of few more qualified, more non-partisan, more
courageous or better equipped to head the Department of Defense
at this critical moment in strengthening America’s role in the

world. If he is nominated, we urge the speedy confirmation of
Senator Hagel’s appointment.

Sincerely,

Nicholas Burns, former Under Secretary of State for Political
Affairs, Ambassador to NATO and Greece

Ryan Crocker, former Ambassador to Iraq and Afghanistan
Edward Djerejian, former Ambassador to Israel and Syria
William Harrop, former Ambassador to Israel

Daniel Kurtzer, former Ambassador to Israel and Egypt
Sam Lewis, former Ambassador to Israel

William H. Luers, former Ambassador to Venezuela and
Czechoslovakia

Thomas R. Pickering, former Under Secretary of State for Political
Affairs, Ambassador to Israel and Russia

Frank G. Wisner, former Under Secretary of Defense for Policy,
Ambassador to Egypt and India
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30 January 2013

The Honorable Carl Levin, Chairman
The Honorable James M. Inhofe, Ranking Member

Committee on Armed Services, United States Senate
Room SR-228 Russell Senate Office Bldg.
Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Levin and Ranking Member Inhofe:

On behalf of the Foreign Area OfTicer Association (FAOA) and the defense international
affairs community, I am writing in support of the nomination of Senator Chuck Hagel as the next
Secretary of Defense. FAOA is the professionat organization of our military’s specially-trained
and experienced intemnational affairs and language/culture experts (the FAOs), including Defense
Attachés and Security Cooperation personnel--retired, reserve, active duty, and civilian force.

Chuck Hagel has been a strong and active supporter of FAOA and the defense international
affairs and language/culture functions, and we were honored to have Senator Hagel as our
Distinguished Speaker last year, to participate in his Atlantic Council events, and to assist with
promoting his forward-looking book: dmericy: Our Next Chupter. Through these interactions,
it was clear that he fully understands and greatly values the role and contributions of the defense
international affairs community to our national security. Ile is a kindred spirit with our purpose,
passion, and pursuit of advancing an insightful military and foreign policy, fully informed by
true international affairs and region/culture experts. Our nation and Defense Department needs
this kind of clear thinking and nuanced approach.

Senator Hagel is a warrior, a statesman, and a profound thinker about the nation's security.
Throughout his career, Senator Hagel has also fougln for our troops — from an infantry sergeant
in Vietnam, to the deputy head of the Veterans Administration, President of the United Service
Organizations (USO), and as a Senator and co-author of the Post-9/11 G.I Bill. Chuck Hagel is
uniquely qualified to lead the men and women of our Armed Forces, and would make
an outstanding Secretary of Defense. If confirmed, he would also be the first Vietnam
veteran and former NCQ to be the Secretary of Defense

We urge you to promptly confirm him!

ot 1. W i,
Kurt M. Marisa

Colonel (Ret), USAF
President, FAO Association

President@FAO4.org Mount Vernon, VA 22121 www.FAOd.org
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December 21, 2012

- We write regarding the qualifications of former Senator Chuck Hagel to be Secretary of Defense. As
former Generals and Admirals from the Army, Air Force, Marines and Navy, we are certain that
Senator Hagel would be a strong leader in the Pentagon.

Senator Hagel is eminently qualified for the job. He is a decorated Vietnam veteran, a successful
businessman, a leader in Ronald Reagan’s Veteran’s Administration and, since his election to the
Senate in 1996, one the country’s leading voices on foreign policy. He would bring a long-term
strategic vision to the job and to the President’s Cabinet.

Senator Hagel has stood up for what he believes are best interests of the United States for many
years, regardless of party or politics. We all know that the next Secretary of Defense will have a
challenging job to do — in this time of budget constraint and unprecedented challenges around the
world, the leadership of the Department of Defense must be strong. But, as then-Senator Hagel said
to his colleagues on the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in 2007: “If you want a safe job, go sell
shoes.”

Most importantly, we believe that the person who can best lead the Pentagon is one who understands
the importance of the challenges that our warfighter faces., Everyone in the Department of Defense,
from the most-recently enlisted Privates to the senior General Officers, respect his service to his
country on the battlefields in Vietnam. Even more, his decades of work with Veterans organizations
show that he will forcefully advocate for continued support to the men and women of our armed
forces long after they have returned from today’s battlefields.

We look forward to working with Senator Hagel if and when he is nominated by the President and
confirmed by the Senate. Senator Hagel has been a voice of moderation and balance in an unbalanced
time, and we can think of few people better qualified to lead the Department of Defense.

Sincerely,

Lieutenant General Brent Scowcroft, USAF (Ret.) former National Security Advisor to Presidents
Gerald Ford and George H.W. Bush

Admiral William J, Fallon, USN (Ret.), former Commander of U.S. Central Command and U.S.
Pacific Command

General Lester L. Lyles, USAF (Ret.) former Commander, Air Force Material Command, Wright-
Patterson Air Force Base

Admiral Robert J. Natter, USN (Ret.), former Commander of U.S. Atlantic Fleet/Fleet Forces
Command

General Chuck Wald, USAF (Ret.), former Deputy Commander of United States European
Command

General Anthony Zinni, USMC (Ret.), former Commander in Chief of United States Central
Command

Lieutenant General John “Glad” Castellaw, USMC (Ret.), former Chief of Staff of United States
Central Command

Lieutenant General Daniel Christman, USA (Ret.), former Superintendent of the United States
Military Academy at West Point

Lieutenant General Robert G. Gard, Jr., USA, (Ret.), former President of the National Defense
University

Brigadier General Stephen Cheney, USMC (Ret.), former Inspector General of the Marine Corps
Brigadier General Dr. John H. Johus, USA (Ret.), former Assistant Commander of the 1st Infantry
Division and Professor of National Security Strategy at the National Defense University
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: January 16, 2013
Contact: Iris Bieri, iris@fcsny.org, 937-266-1574

FIFTY AMERICAN STATESMEN TO SENATORS: CONFIRM CHUCK HAGEL AS
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

Diplomats Support Hagel In Largest-Ever Direct Appeal of its Kind

Washington, D.C. -- In a historic letter to the Senate being delivered today, 50

former U.S. Ambassadors and senior officials from the Defense and State Departments and the
National Intelligence Council express their support “strongly and without qualification” of
the nomination of Chuck Hagel to head the Department of Defense. The letter, the largest-ever
direct appeal by American diplomats to Congress in support of a cabinet nomination, urges
the Senate Armed Services Committee and Senate leadership to support a speedy confirmation of
the former congressman, business owner and decorated veteran.

Citing their experiences serving Democratic and Republican presidents from Harry Truman to
Barack Obama and working with Senator Hagel on national security issues over two decades, the
signers commend the nominee for his unique courage, judgment and commitment to the
country’s interests over political expediency; and call his credentials “impeccable.” They
also applaud Hagel’s unwavering support for “the pillars of American foreign policy”: “a
strong military; a robust Atlantic partnership; a commitment to the security of Israel, as a friend
and ally; a determination to stop the proliferation of nuclear weapons; and the defense of human
rights as a core principle of America’s role in the world.”

Former Deputy Secretary of State John C. Whitehead, former US. Trade Representative and
Secretary of Housing and Urban Development Carla Hills, former Chairman of the National
Intelligence Council Joseph Nye participated in the letter. Professional diplomats Frank Wisner,
Nicholas Burns, Richard Murphy, Ryan Crocker and Morton Abramowitz; as well as six former
Ambassadors to Israel:Thomas R. Pickering, Daniel Kurtzer, Sam Lewis, Edward Djerejian,
William Harrop, and Edward Walker; also signed. The letter highlights Hagel’s strong support
for Israel and a two-state solution and his opposition to anything that would undermine Israel’s
security.

The letter is being delivered electronically and by hand to Senate leadership and each member of
the Senate Armed Services Committee.

The full text of the letter is below.
Dear Senator:

We support, strongly and without qualification, President Obama’s nomination of Chuck Hagel
1o be the next Secretary of Defense. Most of us have known the Senator for a decade or more and
consistently have found him to be one of the best informed leaders in the U.S. Congress on
national security issues. Senator Hagel’s credentials for the job are impeccable. As a decorated
Vietnam veteran, a successful entrepreneur in the private sector, and a two-term United States
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senator, he brings exceptional qualifications and experience to the Department of Defense,
particularly at this time of budget constraint and challenges in reshaping America’s military
power while keeping it strong for the coming decades.

Senator Hagel s political courage has impressed us all. He has stood and argued publicly for
what he believes is best for the United States. Time and again, he has chosen to take the path of
standing up for our nation, rather than the path of political expediency. He has always supported
the pillars of American foreign policy: a strong military; a robust Atlantic partnership; a
commitment to the security of Israel, as a friend and ally; a determination to stop the
proliferation of nuclear weapons; and the defense of human rights as a core principle of
America’s role in the world.

We have spent most of our lives in the service of our country, deeply committed to America’s
security and the example of our democracy. Many of us served in the U.S. armed services and
most of us have served for decades as professional diplomats. We are, by profession, non-
partisan and have served loyally under Presidents from Harvy Truman to Barack Obama. We
come from virtually every part of this nation and represent a broad spectrum of Americans.

Most of us have had the opportunity to work with Senator Hagel on Middle East policy and other
aspects of foreign relations. He has those rarest of qualities: good judgment and common sense.
He listens, learns, and takes wise positions that advance the interests and security of the United
States. He has repeatedly demonstrated his strong support for Israel and for a two state
solution, and has opposed those who would undermine or threaten Israel’s security.

We are greatly encouraged and proud that President Obama has chosen Chuck Hagel to serve
our nation again, this time as Secretary of Defense. Few are as qualified, courageous, or well
equipped to head the Department of Defense at this critical moment as the nation seeks to
strengthen America’s role in this changing world.

We urge speedy confirmation of this outstanding American patriot to be the next Secretary of
Defense.

Sincerely,

e John Beyrle, former Ambassador to Russia and Bulgaria

e Barbara K. Bodine, former Ambassador to Yemen

s Avis Bohlen, former Ambassador to Bulgaria and former Assistant Secretary for Arms
Control

o Nicholas Burns, former Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs, Ambassador to
NATO and Greece

o Elinor Constable, former Ambassador to Kenya

» Edwin G. Corr, former Ambassador to Peru, Bolivia and El Salvador

o Ryan Crocker, former Ambassador to Iraq and Afghanistan.

o Ruth A. Davis, former Ambassador to Benin and former Director General of the US
Foreign Service
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James Dobbins, former Ambassador to the European Community and Assistant Secretary
of State for Europe

John Gunther Dean, former ambassador to Cambodia, Denmark, Lebanon, Thailand,
and India

Edward Djerejian, former Ambassador to Israel and Syria

Nancy Ely-Raphel, former Ambassador to Slovenia

Robert Gelbard, Former Ambassador to Indonesia and Bolivia and Assistant Secretary of
State for International Narcotics and Law Enforcement

James Goodby, former Ambassador to Finland

William Harrop, former Ambassador to Israel and State Department Inspector General
Ulric Haynes, Jr. former Ambassador 10 Algeria

Christopher Hill, former Ambassador to Iragq

Carla Hills, former United States Secretary of Housing and Urban Development

H. Allen Holmes, former Ambassador to Portugal and Assistant Secretary of Defense for
Special Operations

Thomas L. Hughes, former Director of Intelligence and Research, Department of State
Dennis Jett, former Ambassador to Mozambique and Peru

Craig Johnstone, former Ambassador to Algeria

Theodore Kattouf, former Ambassador to United Arab Emirates and Syria

Daniel Kurtzer, former Ambassador to Israel and Egypt

Sam Lewis, former Ambassador to Israel

William H. Luers, former Ambassador to Venezuela and Czechoslovakia

Dick McCormack, former Amb. dor to the Organization of American States and
United States Under Secretary of State for Economic and Agricultural Affairs

Thomas E. McNamara, former Ambassador to Colombia and Ambassador-at-Large for
Counterterrorism, and Special Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs
Tom Miller, former Ambassador to Greece and Bosnia-Herzevovina

William G. Miller, former Ambassador to Ukraine

Richard Murphy, former Ambassador to Saudi Arabia, Mauritania, Syria, the Philippines
Cameron Munter, former ambassador to Pakistan and Serbia

Ronald Ne , former Amb, dor Afghanistan, Algeria and Bahrain

Joseph Nye, former Chairman of the National Intelligence Council, and former Assistant
Secretary of Defense for International Security

Robert B. Oakley, former Ambassador to Pakistan, Somalia, and Zaire

Phyllis E. Oakley, former Assistant Secretary of State for Intelligence and Research and
Refugees

W. Robert Pearson, former Ambassador to Turkey

Pete Peterson, former Ambassador to Vietnam

Thomas R. Pickering, former Under Secretary of State for Political Affairs, Ambassador
to Israel, India Jordan, Russia and the United Nations

Steven Pifer, former Ambassador to Ukraine

Howard B. Schaffer, former Ambassador to Bangladesh

Patrick Theros, former Ambassador to Qatar

Nicholas Veliotes, former Ambassador to Jordon and Egypt

Richard Viets, former Ambassador to Jordon, Tanzania, and Portugal

Edward Walker, former Ambassador to Egypt, Israel and the United Arab Emirates
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Jennone Walker, former Ambassador to the Czech Republic

John Whitehead, former Deputy Secretary of State

Ross Wilson, former Ambassador to Turkey and Azerbaijan

Frank G. Wisner, former Under Secretary of Defense for Policy, Ambassador to Egypt
and India
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THE BIPARTISAN GROUP

Oear Mr. President,

We write 10 express to you aur strong support for Senator Chuck Hagel, who
reportedly is under ideration for r as Secretary of Defense.

Along with Senator Hagel, we were signatories to several letters we sent you
proposing parameters for the Israeli-Palestinian pesce taiks that you sought to
revive. Thess communications are now baing cited by some who oppose Senator
Hagel's nomination as avidence of what they claim to be his unfriendliness to Israal.

Tha first of the six principlas we proposed for r d peace talks was that “The
U.5. witl oppose any effort to challange or undermine the legitimacy of the State of
Israel within its intarnationally recognized borders.” We opposed uniimited entry
of Palestinian refugees into the State of Israel, and supported reconciliation of the
various Palestinian political factions “on terms compatihie with these principles
and UNSC Resolutions 242 and 338.”

To characterize supporters of these principles, ergely based on the perameters
proposed by President Clintan in 2000, as anti-Israel or enti-Semitic, as some of
these critics have, is unacceptable. Mo one has heen more steadfast in supporting
America’s commitment to {srael’s security than has Senator Hagel.

We write to you, Mr. President, in support of Senator Hegel beceuse we baliave our
polarized palitical life is much in need of leaders with the kind of bipartisanship and
independence of conscience and mind that Chuck Hage!'s service to our country
has exemplified.

Sincerely,
7 .
‘L/pl ///;»d Hemey Beasaixemn, Sk
)
David L. Boren Nancy Kassebaum-Baker
Former Oklahoma Gavernor and US Senator Former US Senator from Kansas

UG 2

RPN
Tvan jersnr.

Zhigniew Brzezinaki Thomas R. Pickering
Former United States National Security Advisor Former Undersecretary of State for
Political Affairs, Ambassadus lo the

z ) (4 :! United Nations and Ambassador fo Israsf

Frank C. Carlueci
Former United States Secretavy of Defense

W‘/
William J. Faiton

Former United States National Security Advisor

Former Cammandes, US Central Command ﬂé’ & Latien
Paul Volcker
Former Chairman of the Federsl Resorve
Gary Hart }(L«%A————
Former US Senator from Colocado
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Senator REED. Mr. Chairman, I think the President chose wisely.
There are very few people in this country with the experience, as
a combat infantryman, decorated and wounded, as a business lead-
er, as the second leader of the Veterans Administration, as a U.S.
Senator, as someone who every day understands that the decisions
we make will be carried out by young Americans, actually looked
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in the face of young Americans, who has seen them suffer and die
for this country. I think that quality is, if not unique, extraor-
dinarily part of the nominee before us. Again, I think the President
made a wise choice.

I think Senator Inhofe’s discussions of the Global Zero Report is
an opportunity for a quote, and let me quote. “There is one way
safely and legitimately to reduce the cost of national security, and
that is to reduce the need for it. This is what we are trying to do
in negotiations with the Soviet Union. We are not just assessing
limits on a further increase of nuclear weapons. We seek instead
to reduce the number. We seek the total elimination one day of nu-
clear weapons from the face of the Earth.” President Ronald
Reagan in his second inaugural address.

The notion of Global Zero is not something unique. I would also
point out that as signatories to the nuclear disarmament treaty,
the Nonproliferation Treaty, Article 6 undertakes to commit at
least to a treaty ultimately on general and complete disarmament
under strict and effective control.

This is an aspiration that the United States has embraced for a
very long time under presidents of both parties. I think, as Senator
Hagel pointed out, this is not unilateral disarmament. This is a
long process of making sure we have the nuclear weapons in place
to deal with appropriate challenges, some of them very different
than the Cold War, but the aspiration is important. It has been a
bipartisan and constant one for decades. Is that a rough summary
of what you might agree to, Senator?

Senator HAGEL. Yes, it is, Senator. Thank you.

Senator REED. The other issue is that there were several specific
points raised with your record, and let me give you the opportunity
to respond, if you will, to the questions that Senator Inhofe posed
with respect to votes. If you have the list before you or——

Senator HAGEL. The what? I’'m sorry?

Senator REED. Senator Inhofe posed several issues about a 2007
vote, a 2006 resolution with Hezbollah, 2003 Syrian sanctions, et
cetera. You were prepared to comment. I think it is appropriate
that you have an opportunity to comment. If you want to do so
now, I would invite you to do so.

Senator HAGEL. I would be glad to further comment for the
record because I have none of those specific quotes in front of me,
and which I will, Senator, listing every vote I took.

I would say, though, included in those votes, which I do recall
some of them, was a vote in 1998, a vote in 2000, a vote in 2006,
specifically against Iran, sanctioning companies, unilateral sanc-
tions, that in any way assisted in Iran’s building their capability
of nuclear weapons or rocket or missiles. I voted for those.

I recall signing a letter, a Warner-Levin letter in 2002 to the
President of the United States regarding anti-Semitism in Russia.
I wrote a letter to President Clinton specifically in 1999 recom-
mending to President Clinton a number of steps that he take with
President Yeltsin regarding anti-Semitism in Russia. I remember
specifically there were two unanimous consent resolutions in 2006
against Hezbollah, against Hamas, against Syria, and Iran that we
had unanimous consent, I supported on the floor of the Senate.
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So there is a more complete record, Senator, than just one, or
two, or three, or four, and those are some of them that I recall. As
I noted in one of the responses back to Senator Inhofe, I did not
take any action on any vote, as I suspect every colleague has the
same way to approach votes, on this specific issue, on Hezbollah,
Hamas, which I am on the record many times designating and say-
ing that Hezbollah and Hamas are terrorist organizations. I am on
the record many times in speeches, and on the floor of the Senate,
and in the book I wrote in 2008 saying that Iran is a state sponsor
of terrorism. That is not new. That is in my record.

But the way I approached every vote I ever took in the Senate
was based on what I thought could be most effective, what was the
situation at the time, how could we do this smarter and better. I
have always believed that the President of the United States is the
elected leader of America. He has within his responsibilities, and
I believe it is clearly articulated in Article 2, to conduct foreign pol-
icy. I always thought the best way to deal with foreign leaders was
let the President do that directly, for us to communicate with the
President.

I do not think there was a letter that I can recall I signed to a
President on any of these issues that I agreed with it that I did
not sign. So it was never a matter of differing objectives here. It
was a matter of how best we could do it.

I mentioned in 2008, the Secretary of State did not want one of
those unilateral sanctions to go forward during the Bush adminis-
tration, wrote a letter, 2001, which is one of the issues that Senator
Inhofe brought up. The Bush administration was opposed to a 5-
year renewal of ILSA.

Now, I am not saying that is right or wrong, but every one of the
decisions I made, every vote I cast, was based on at the time what
I thought made the most sense.

[The information referred to follows:]
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A: Thank you for the opportunity to comment for the record. I'd like to include a detailed
description of my legislative record for your review.

2008: Hagel cosponsored legislation to direct the Secretary of Defense to increase suicide prevention
programs (S.2585)

2008: Hagel voted in favor of the revised version of the FY08 National Defense Authorization Act
(H.R.4986)

2008: Hagel voted in favor of the 2008 Supplemental Appropriations Act (H.R. 2642).

2008: Hagel voted in favor of the Consolidated Security, Disaster Assistance, and Continuing
Appropriations Act, 2009 (H.R.2638) which included Department of Defense Appropriations for FY09,
2007: Hagel cosponsored Senate Resolution (S.Res. 321) calling on Hamas to recognize the State of
Israel's right to exist, to renounce and end all terror and incitement, and to accept past agreements and
obligations with Israel.

2007: Hagel cosponsored legislation to mandate minimum breaks for troops between deployments to Iraq
or Afghanistan (S.Amdt.2999 to H.R.1585).

2007: Hagel sponsored legislation to increase the death gratuity payable to survivors of service members
who die on active duty or inactive duty training (S.659).

2007: Hagel voted in support of a Sense of Congress resolution to express that US forces in Iraq should
transition to a more limited set of missions (S.Amdt.3876 to S.Amdt.3874 to H.R.2764).

2007: Hagel cosponsored an amendment to Defense authorization bill that called for US forces to begin to
withdraw from Iraq in 120 days (S.Amdt.2087 to H.R.1585).

2007: Voted in March of 2007 for a goal of March 31, 2008 for withdrawal of US forces from Iraq.
(S.Amdt.643 to H.R.1591).

2007: Hagel sponsored and cosponsored legislation that ultimately became the Post 9/11 Veterans
Educational Assistance of 2008 (8.22, $.723).

2007: Hagel cosponsored legislation expressing the Senate’s opposition to the surge in Iraq
(S.Con.Res.2).

2007: Hagel cosponsored legislation to help service members with Traumatic Brain Injuries (S.1349), to
establish a center for treatment of military eye injuries (S.1999) and to enhance health care services and
benefits for wounded service members (S.1363, S.1606).

2007: Hagel voted in support of the Protect America Act of 2007 (5.1927) which expended the Foreign
Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA).

2007: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2008 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 1585). (Note that
the bill was vetoed by the president.)

2007: Hagel supported the FY2008 Department of Defense Appropriations Act (H.R.3222), which passed
the Senate by Voice Vote.

2006: Hagel voted in favor of the 2006 Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense,
Global War on Terror, and Hurricane Recovery (H.R.4939)

2006: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2007 Department of Defense Appropriations Act and Continuing
Resolution (H.R. 5631).
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2006: Hagel supported the FY2007 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 5122), which passed the
Senate by Unanimous Consent.

2006: Hagel was an original cosponsor and strong supporter of the Palestinian Anti-Terrorism Act of
2006 (5.2370) which set strict conditions for U.S assistance to the Palestinian Authority, including a
certification requirement that the Palestinian Authority halt anti-Israel incitement.

2006: Hagel supported and voted for a provision included in the FY2006 Supplemental Appropriations
Act (H.R.4939) which prohibited distribution of financial assistance to the Palestinian Authority unless it
complied with the standards established in the Quartet meeting of January 2006.

2006: Hagel voted in favor of reauthorizing the Patriot Act (H.R.3199).

2006: Hagel was an original cosponsor of a Senate Resolution (S.Con.Res 78) that condemned the
Government of Iran for violating its international nuclear nonproliferation obligations and expressed
support for efforts to report Iran to the United Nations Security Council.

2005: Hagel voted in favor of the Emergency Supplemental Appropriations Act for Defense, the Global
War on Terror, and Tsunami Relief (H.R.1268).

2005: Hagel cosponsored legislation to increase the end strength of the Army by 30,000 and to increase
the end strength of the by Marines by 5,000 (S.530).

2005: Hagel voted in favor of the Department of Defense, Emergency Supplemental Appropriations to
Address Hurricanes in the Gulf of Mexico, and Pandemic Influenza Act of FY06 (H.R. 2863).

2005: Hagel sent a letter along with Sen. Evan Bayh (D-IN) to then UN Secretary General Kofi Annan
urging the UN to offer a strong resolution condemning statements which threatened the existence of Israel
and the United States by Iranian President Mohammed Ahmadinejad and Supreme Leader of the Islamic
Republic of Iran Ali Khameni.

2005: Hagel cosponsored a resolution urging the President to consider imposing sanctions under the Syria
Accountability and Lebanese Sovereignty Restoration Act of 2003 (S.Res.63).

2005: Hagel cosponsored legislation to provide grants to Israel to support research, development, and
commercialization of alternative renewable energy sources (S. 1862).

2005: Hagel cosponsored the Nunn-Lugar Cooperative Threat Reduction Act of 2005 (S.313).

2005: Hagel supported the FY2006 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 1815), which passed the
Senate by Unanimous Consent.

2004: Hagel cosponsored legislation to increase the end strength of the Army by 1000 (5.2165).

2004: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2005 Department of Defense Appropriations Act (H.R. 4613).
2004: Hagel supported the FY2005 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 4200), which passed the
Senate by Unanimous Consent.

2004: Hagel sponsored legislation to increase the military death gratuity (S.2876).

2004: Hagel cosponsored the Comprehensive Peace in Sudan Act of 2004 (S.2781) which provided
assistance to the Government of Sudan in order to implement a peace agreement.

2004: Hagel voted for the Intelligence Reform and Terrorism Prevention Act of 2004 (S.2845) that
reorganized U.S. intelligence agencies as reccommended by the September 1 1" Commission.

2003: Hagel cosponsored legislation to improve military pay and benefits for service members and their
families (S.392, S.451, S.585, S.1916).

2003: Hagel voted in favor of the Consolidated Appropriations Resolution (War Supplemental) for 2003
(H.J. Res. 2).

2003: Hagel voted in favor of the Appropriations Act to Support Department of Defense Operations in
Iraq for FY 2003 (8.762).

2003: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2004 Department of Defense Appropriations Act (H.R. 2658).
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2003: Hagel voted in favor of FY2004 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R.1588).

2003: Hagel voted for a Senate Resolution (S.Res.393) that supported efforts to continue working with
others in the international community, to build the capacity and will of Palestinian institutions to fight
terrorism, dismantle terrorist organizations, and prevent the areas from which Israel had withdrawn from
posing a threat to the security of Israel.

2002: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2003 Department of Defense Appropriations bill (H.R. 5010).
2002: Hagel voted in favor of the conference to the 2002 Supplemental Appropriations Act for Further
Recovery and Response to Terrorist Attacks on the United States (H.R. 4775)

2002: Hagel supported the FY2003 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 4546), which was passed
the Senate by Unanimous Consent.

2002: Hagel voted in favor of the Lieberman Amendment (S.Admt.3389 to the Trade Act of 2002) that
expressed solidarity with Israel, commitment to assist Israel’s right to self-defense, condemned
Palestinian suicide bombings, demanded that the Palestinian authority dismantle the terrorist
infrastructure in Palestinian areas and urged all Arab states to oppose terrorism.

2002: Hagel cosponsored legislation to expand Cooperative Threat Reduction funds for projects and
activities to address proliferation threats outside the states of the former Soviet Union (S.2026).

2002: Hagel sponsored the Afghan Freedom Support Act of 2002 (S.2717) which provided military and
humanitarian assistance to the government of Afghanistan.

2002: Hagel voted in favor of establishing the Department of Homeland Security (H.R.5005).

2002: Hagel voted to authorize the use of military force against Iraq (H.J.Res.114).

2002: Hagel signed the Levin-Warner Letter raising deep concerns "about the resurgence of anti-
Semitism both in Europe and in the Arab media"

2001: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2002 National Defense Authorization Act (S.1438).

2001: Hagel voted in support of the Department of Defense and Emergency Supplemental Appropriations
for Recovery from and Response to Terrorist Attacks on the United States Act of 2002 (H.R. 3338).
2001: Hagel voted in favor of the Patriot Act (HR.3162)

2001: Hagel voted in favor of the Authorization for the Use of Military Force (H.).Res.64) in response to
the September 11" attacks.

2000: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2001 Department of Defense Appropriations bill (H.R. 4576).
2000: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2001 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 4205).

2000: Hagel voted in favor of the Iran Non-Proliferation Act (H.R.1883) that allowed the United States to
sanction companies that sell materials that could be used to make weapons or missiles in Iran.

1999: Hagel voted in favor of the FY2000 National Defense Authorization Act (S.1059).

1999: Hagel voted in favor of the conference report to FY2000 Department of Defense Appropriations
bill (H.R. 2561).

1999: Hagel cosponsored a Concurrent Resolution (S.Con.Res.39) that condemned the treatment of
religious minorities in the Islamic Republic of Iran, and particularly the arrests of members of that
country’s Jewish community.

1999: Hagel cosponsored legislation to improve military health care (S.350).

1999: Hagel cosponsored a Joint Resolution (S.J.Res.20) that would have authorized the President to use
all military force to intervene in Kosovo.

1999: Hagel was an original cosponsor and voted in favor of a Concurrent Resolution (S.Con.Res.5)
expressed opposition to the unilateral declaration of a Palestinian state and urged the President to assert
clearly United States opposition to such a unilateral declaration of statehood.

1998: Hagel voted in favor of the FY 1999 National Defense Authorization Act (H.R. 3616).

1998: Hage! voted in favor of the FY 1999 Department of Defense Appropriations bill (H.R.4103).

1999: Hagel wrote to President Clinton urging condemnation of anti-Semitism in Russia.
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1998: Hagel voted in favor of the Iran Missile Proliferation Sanctions Act (HR.2709), which imposed
sanctions on foreign persons who transfer items contributing to Iran’s efforts to acquire, develop, or
produce ballistic missiles.

1997: Hagel voted in favor of the Chemical and Biological Weapons Threat Reduction Act (S.495).
1997: Hagel was an original cosponsor of a Concurrent Resolution (S.Con.Res.21) congratulating the
residents of Jerusalem and the people of Israel on the 30" anniversary of the reunification of that historic
city, and for other purposes.

1997: Hagel voted in favor of the FY 1998 National Defense Authorization Act (HR.1119).

1997: Hagel voted in favor of the FY1998 Department of Defense Appropriations bill (H.R.2266)

Senator REED. Senator, you have clearly stated that you are sup-
portive of the President’s efforts to support the State of Israel. You
have indicated specifically the example of Iron Dome. I recall a
statement recently by Defense Minister Barak that he has seldom
seen or never has seen the same level of military support to the
State of Israel that he has seen in the last several years.

You are, I presume and I hope, fully prepared to carry out that
same effort, that same level of support, because of the vital inter-
ests that we share with the State of Israel.

Senator HAGEL. I am, and I have a record on that. In my book
in 2008, interviews, speeches, I have always said I am a supporter
of Israel. In some cases, I have said I am a strong supporter of
Israel. In some cases I have even written, and I think it is in my
book, that we have a special relationship with Israel. We always
have had.

I have never voted against Israel ever in the 12 years I was in
the Senate whether it was military authorizations, additional sup-
plemental appropriations. The record is very clear on that.

I might add, as long as we are on this subject, that—and Senator
Nelson may have a clearer view of this since he was just in Jeru-
salem, there have been a couple of recent statements made by the
current Israeli Ambassador to the United States, the former Israeli
Ambassador to the United States, now the Deputy Foreign Min-
ister of Israel, that were fairly positive about me.

I think all the Israeli leaders I have dealt with over the years
and met, I have been to Israel many times. The first two times I
was in Israel was when I was the head of the United Services Or-
ganizations (USO). I kept the Haifa USO open. We did not close
it. There was a lot of pressure when I took over the World USO
to close USOs around the world, and we did. There was a lot of
pressure to close the Haifa USO. I am the one that made the deci-
sion not to do that.

The former Chief of Naval Operations of Israel, Admiral Zev
Almad, who has recently been interviewed about me, has strongly
supported me and said specifically that I was a strong friend of
Israel. Now the USO is closed, but the current then director of the
USO, a lady by the name of Gila Garrison, who lives in Haifa, said
I was a strong supporter and friend of Israel.

I think my record is pretty clear on my support of Israel, and I
would, of course, continue to support the President’s policies. I
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think he has been as strong a supporter of Israel as maybe any
President since 1948 when Harry Truman helped give birth to
Israel. This President has been there. As he said, I have Israel’s
back—$3.1 billion in assistance, almost $300 additional million out
of the Defense Department for Iron Dome, what we are doing with
David Sling Arrow. I am a strong supporter of all those programs
and will continue to support them.

Senator REED. Thank you.

Chairman LEVIN. Thank you. Before I call on Senator McCain,
there is a quorum that is now present, and I now ask the com-
mittee to consider a list of 952 pending military nominations. They
have all been before the committee the required length of time.

Is there a motion to favorably report those nominations?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER. I so move.

Chairman LEVIN. Is there a second?

UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER. Second.

Chairman LEVIN. All in favor, say aye? [A chorus of ayes.]

Opposed, any? [No response.]

The motion carries. Thank you all very much.

[The list of nominations considered and approved by the com-
mittee follows:]

MILITARY NOMINATIONS PENDING WITH THE SENATE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE
WHICH ARE PROPOSED FOR THE COMMITTEE’S CONSIDERATION ON JANUARY 31, 2013.

1. MG William H. Etter, ANG to be lieutenant general and Commander, First Air
Force (Air Force North) and Commander, Continental U.S. North American Aero-
space Defense Command Region (Reference No. 53)

2. MG Kenneth E. Tovo, USA to be lieutenant general and Commander, Combined
Security Transition Command-Afghanistan/Commander, North Atlantic Treaty Or-
ganization Training Mission-Afghanistan (Reference No. 59)

3. Col. Barbara R. Holcomb, USA to be brigadier general (Reference No. 62).

4. Col. Patrick D. Sargent, USA to be brigadier general (Reference No. 63).

5. In the Army there are two appointments to the grade of major general (list be-
gins with Brian C. Lein) (Reference No. 64).

6. In the Air Force there is one appointment to the grade of major (Kory D. Bing-
ham) (Reference No. 70).

7. In the Air Force Reserve there are three appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Michael A. Cooper) (Reference No. 71).

8. In the Air Force Reserve there are four appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Victor Douglas Brown) (Reference No. 72).

9. In the Air Force Reserve there are four appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Walter S. Adams) (Reference No. 73).

10. In the Air Force Reserve there are six appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with John J. Bartrum) (Reference No. 74).

11. In the Air Force Reserve there are eight appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Kimberly L. Barber) (Reference No. 75).

12. In the Air Force Reserve there are 11 appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Dina L. Bernstein) (Reference No. 76).

13. In the Air Force Reserve there are 12 appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Timothy Lee Brininger) (Reference No. 77).

14. In the Air Force Reserve there are 198 appointments to the grade of colonel
(list begins with Francis Xavier Altieri) (Reference No. 78).

15. In the Army there is one appointment to the grade of lieutenant colonel (Jona-
than A. Foskey) (Reference No. 79).

16. In the Army Reserve there is one appointment to the grade of colonel (Marion
dJ. Parks) (Reference No. 80).

17. In the Army Reserve there is one appointment to the grade of colonel (Karen
A. Pike) (Reference No. 81).

18. In the Army there are two appointments to the grade of major (list begins
with Derek S. Reynolds) (Reference No. 82).

19. In the Army there are two appointments to the grade of major (list begins
with Edward A. Figueroa) (Reference No. 83).



51

20. In the Army Reserve there are two appointments to the grade of colonel (list
begins with Jack C. Mason) (Reference No. 84).

21. In the Army Reserve there are 79 appointments to the grade of colonel (list
begins with Ruth E. Aponte) (Reference No. 85).

22. In the Army there are 88 appointments to the grade of major (list begins with
Leslie E. Akins) (Reference No. 86).

23. In the Army Reserve there are 217 appointments to the grade of colonel (list
begins with Timothy G. Abrell) (Reference No. 87).

24. In the Army Reserve there are 225 appointments to the grade of colonel (list
begins with Rafael E. Abreu) (Reference No. 88).

25. In the Marine Corps there is one appointment to the grade of major (Jackie
W. Morgan, Jr.) (Reference No. 91).

26. In the Marine Corps there is one appointment to the grade of lieutenant colo-
nel (Dana R. Fike) (Reference No. 92).

27. In the Marine Corps there is one appointment to the grade of lieutenant colo-
nel (Samuel W. Spencer III) (Reference No. 93).

28. In the Marine Corps there is one appointment to the grade of lieutenant colo-
nel (Larry Miyamoto) (Reference No. 94).

29. In the Marine Corps there are two appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with George L. Roberts) (Reference No. 97).

30. In the Marine Corps there are two appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with Richard D. Kohler) (Reference No. 98).

31. In the Marine Corps there are two appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Eric T. Cline) (Reference No. 100).

32. In the Marine Corps there are two appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with Jose L. Sada) (Reference No. 101).

33. In the Marine Corps there are three appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Frederick L. Hunt) (Reference No. 102).

34. In the Marine Corps there are three appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Todd E. Lotspeich) (Reference No. 103).

35. In the Marine Corps there are three appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with Jason B. Davis) (Reference No. 104).

36. In the Marine Corps there are three appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with Travis M. Fulton) (Reference No. 105).

37. In the Marine Corps there are four appointments to the grade of lieutenant
colonel (list begins with Bryan Delgado) (Reference No. 106).

38. In the Marine Corps there are two appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with David B. Blann) (Reference No. 107).

39. In the Marine Corps there are five appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Michael Gasperini) (Reference No. 108).

40. In the Marine Corps there are six appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Stephen R. Byrnes) (Reference No. 109).

41. In the Marine Corps there are seven appointments to the grade of major (list
begins with Peter K. Basabe, Jr.) (Reference No. 110).

42. In the Navy there is one appointment to the grade of commander (Harry E.
Hayes) (Reference No. 115).

43. In the Navy there is one appointment to the grade of lieutenant commander
(Shemeya L. Grant) (Reference No. 116).

44. In the Navy there are two appointments to the grade of commander and below
(list begins with Christopher J. Kaine) (Reference No. 117).

45. In the Navy there are 29 appointments to the grade of lieutenant commander
(list begins with Jeanine F. Benjamin) (Reference No. 118).

Total: 952.

Chairman LEVIN. Senator McCain.

Senator McCAIN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I am pleased to see
an old friend here before the committee, and especially pleased to
see Senator Warner and Senator Nunn, two of the great members
of this committee, who have contributed so much to our Nation’s
defense.

Senator Hagel, members of this committee will raise questions
reflecting concerns with your policy positions. They are not reason-
able people disagreeing. They have fundamental disagreements.
Our concerns pertain to the quality of your professional judgment
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and your world view on critical areas of national security, including
security in the Middle East.

With that in mind, let me begin with your opposition to the surge
in Iraq. In 2006, Republicans lost the election, and we began the
surge, and you wrote a piece in the Washington Post called “Leav-
ing Iraq Honorably”. In 2007, you said it is not in the national in-
terests to deepen its military involvement. In January 2007, in a
rather bizarre exchange with Secretary Rice in the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee after some nonsense about Syria and crossing
the border into Iran and Syria because of Syria, and a reference
to Cambodia in 1970, y